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METHOD 
Thetmethodspotr data; collection tandvanalysis usedvin 
Pitise study areapre senrtedinkisom endet ail) to, assisttthe greader 
tomiake jaricriticaljevalvati on of our findings, ,»and tovassist 
those who may wish to use a similar approach in other 


studies. 


STUDY PROCEDURES 
Original Assumptions 
Originally, Our intention was te carry out a survey of 
apoutsl, 2.00 persons in the study area and adjacent town - 
ships by a conventional random sample based on voters 
lists.) Will) SOme adjustments to ensure an adequate number 
Ct petsone sl o-20 yeats old) We began, as is customary, 
With a drait questionnaire constructed with the assistance 
Of therhavidimmand Nortolktstudyestali j«(lheaquestionnaire 
wa stcompocedtofith nee tdniajors par tis: 
LTS Delatingytotstandandudemopnaphic: information; 
Zee Lelating tCopoliticals par titcipation,sipolitical 
eificacy, localecosmopolitan Orientation scales 
drawn from the Michigan Scales; 


Opeeceiatingsta populationwattitudes) and orientation 
imthe study area 


: John P. Robinson, Jerrold G. Rush, Kendra B. Head, Measure of Political 
Attitudes, Institute for Social Research, University of Michigan, 1968. 
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Ten Groups 


mostvest Mie duwestionnaire design, ten group interviews 
Were weld. t1Venin each county, involving “about 100 persons. 
RVeErVeMUnTOlpeaImcCOUMed LOT IMstMestwio, COUntTI ES was invited, 
abouteoO persons, the remainder was made up, of private 
Citi Ae Sum Vel yectfOLulwas prade to obtain as broad a cross= 
SeECtion Of Opin On leaders aingthe two counties as possible 
from all social and economic groupings. But, foreshadowing 
Mtoe Ol Michiiiec eli proved dilitcult tolfind low socio= 
economic’ status and elderly persons’ who would attend groups’. 
Tdinervorvanizationoor the wroups was carried ‘out by two local 
Coord imatorspeOnesliving lmveach! county,9 whotdreéew up lists 
GW pames, Iplvoned pecp le PS iobtained meeting *placés',) provided 


coffee, and so on. 


On entering the meeting room, each participant was 
Civen amcopy Ol the questionnaire tov irl outs © When “allepartici- 
penis Wadedinvshedsit Ming Out® te questionaire *- they were 
asked tto’ make any Criticisms tof the questions* they thought 
appropriare — thetmeetingebepanih The proup’ facilitator 
introducedthimseli “and the’ study**and asked’ permission to 
turn@ou the tape: c£ecorder;, texplaininy that otherwise he 
wouldihawe to take notes.” Participants’ were ‘also informed 
CleveNOUldateceivesm cUpPYyY Of the report on the results of 


the ten meetings. No participants refused to have their 
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WOrds=neconded for a report. Those who disagreed or were 


uneasy said nothing. 


We should emphasize that each of the ten groups was 
Rue Dy asMabuLe person With Mmuech experience in group facili - 
tation, “Rach meeting was structured so that it would cover 
Lhessame ground asthe other meetings. it was also organ- 
wed so that each participant, however shy or reticent, was 


CivVen-aesenves, Of OD DOLTLUnifies for adequate participation. 


Titeernoupeinvervyhews wene more successful than we had 
aniicipavedes Feoples came tilled with doubts, {rustration, 
besitation, antagonism, and left ina much more positive 
frame Of mand, Even those who were opposed to the Haldimand 
Noriolk study became more positive in their criticism, rather 


thigh ner ely  Gabpine., 


Ingtddit1Onm hemuindividual in-depth interviews were 
CibEveacsOutrwith joelacted persons. £0 ensure that all, rele- 
Vane concerns wenesincludéed in the questionnaire. In 
effect, we sampled a goodly proportion of the political and 
SOciateleatership of the two counties and, as the later study 
showed, Our Original findings were largely representative 


Oteattitudes held, by large Sectors of the population. 
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Major Survey 


Becauseceoh thes success ofthe group interviews, we 
sought and obtained permission from the Haldimand Norfolk 
StUctyeatoO icanryeoutstive major sumyey -—(1.,,500) persons = on a 
CuO Mer Yew a sic wey SROUpyinterview survey had never 
Deena ine neem Cc Alen Omriis sizesbelore tojour iknowlLediceé, 
ance ena he MOt est GesligitawaceOoun enthusiasm or the real 
Denetitsceom Citizen participation which» persuaded the Glient 
tOsagrece despite jsome original misgivings about the quality 


ofthersamplesmesultinesirom thiseprocedure. 


AMCCUtLaAl Adi nistratlon was, set up with a field director, 
several assistants, and an office administrator, and two area 
SUpeEVisOL Sy Oleulniecach county, Skilled facilitators were 
Wetec vailablesinwaty number in the study area and there 
SeemeamOuwe Mo iie tOntmain tiem, SO Stalivand students 
were used irom Waterloo University. There were a few 
complaints from the respondents about the youth and calibre 
Di ssOUe STOUp iacilitators, and it might have been wiser to 


PakceuneceeiinicratwthimeZOltcse te tOntraln slocaletaciilitatorsr: 


The sample was broken down on a county level by age, 
education, ethnic background, occupation, school support, 
imc Omenmevicleald DOUsing Ownership according to existing 
population composition. We decided that a random sample 


approach to group interviews was too cumbersome to carry 
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out. PeConsequently; awesselected “aynumbersofphost essies sin 
eacmecountyeand asked cach of them tovinvitessevenufiriends 
to asgroup interview (eight interviewees in» all)..| Each 
hostess Was selected, to the extent possible, in accor -= 
dance with the socio-economic benchmarks described above, 
The assumption was she would invite friends who were 
similar to her in socio-economic status and category. 


In this way it would be possible to approximate the popu- 


batlOnmcOmuoOsition.. De sample would lose the pre-determined 


confidence evel obtained ina simple random method, But, 
in practical terms, "the sample would be sufficiently large 
and representative of population groupings that it would be 
reasonably reliable. At the same time, the group interview 
technique provided an opportunity to involve actively and 
thipciscec yet U0epers Ons in the planning process; £O inform 
tivemvand. through them, the larger community about the 
iUiWVresCm tveltiareda and to generate a largeer body of 
Detlem-mronmed sronucerineds citizens) iwh o would tak ehal im one 
active: role inithieiriicommunity and the development jofythe 


Hakdimandeworiolkganea, (alttis Sneaxionjof conrmmunity de- 


velopment that the path to commitment is through participation. 


Hive Cr Oups were run as before. Participants were 
Preeledee PC IVenetiercUiectionnaire: to itll out and, > when. that 
Vasoonegmtiemnnectine bepan. The facilitator explained the 


purpose of the meeting, asking permission to turn on the 
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tape Tecorcerm stand thegantialstructuried tsessivone iP articipants 
welcomedtth e tapenrecordings¢e! Sesisiions lasted aboutctwo 


hours, although some took less and others’ more time. 


Thvetresponse was better than we had expected. Many 
clubs and organizations asked to be involved. More than 
seven guests’ showéd up at! most “‘neetings. In one school 
a number of students were interviewed; the teachers then 
asked if they could have a group for themselves and one was 


aGnbancedeiontth em . 


As Table I shows, we exceeded our quota substantially 


in both counties, 


Table 1: Summary of Groups Interviewed 


Quota Required Groups Interviewed 


Haldimand 63 FUL 
Norfolk 50 60 
Adjacent Dy fap 


Insadjacent areas, however, public interest in Haldimand 
Norfolk was substantiallyless. It took four times as much 
work to establish groups in the Niagara and northern areas as 
iWwdidmnetaldimandgNorfolk:#tin Tillsonburg everything was 
triedmincludingiphoning every ithirdipersonpin the phones book, 
with ditttersiccessi.” Invsome of these areas, eventually a 
random sample was struck and a conventional door-to-door 


SuULVey cart ried (Out, 
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Invadditvon, ‘a*preliminary ‘examination was carried out 
OI@existing econvoniic tend fotiver materials including *teleph one 


datas ean effort to obtain bank data ‘on flows was unsuccesstiul. 


Data Results and Manipulation 

Three types of data were generated, Demographic data 
relating to respondents” location and activities; data on 
respondents' attitudes and opinions; data from economic and 
StMeLestUudles we LNe titst {wo were of major tmportance and 
WeLespLoOVvVicedmil the 1Orm jor answers to the questionnaires, 


AGeOtCdlstatenrenGoerecOL@ceda ‘On tape during the meetings. 


The questionnaire material was coded and tabulated in 
aoc tmuessOr COmpurer analyses. The tape recordings were 
audited; themes identified; collated and analysed (see 


Veorwin e 3). 


DISCUSSION AND EVALUATION OF PROCEDURES 
Sample Bias 

The public's willingness; in the study area, to partici - 
Poteminatiecegroups was a gional of the sampling techniques 
weakness. Those persons who were active and involved in 
COMMUNITY soiialrs Were anxLlous €O participate; those who 
were not active and involved often would not take the trouble 


lO opatiticipare, Our Interim Report on the survey contains 
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the report of our field director and extracts from the 
diatieswot thevarea coordinatons: bothvare valuable 
documents for further research of this kind. The diaries 
desemibe the difficulties thegarea coordinators exper venced 
in obtaining the cooperation of the elderly and the low- 
income residents. Also, in the less populated areas 

there were sometimes problems in getting enough SHOU pss 
with the result that some municipalities are proportionately 


better represented than others, 


Tablvemace Distribution of Participants by Municipality 


NORFOLK 

No. of Persons a 
Municipality Population Sampled Representation 
Delhi 3, 805 76 240 
Port Dover 3, 348 58 Ney 
Simcoe 10, 462 65 0.6 
Waterford 2,485 76 3.1 
Charlotteville 6, 262 Do Dea 
Houghton 2,238 9 0.4 
Middleton 3, 981 26 0.7 
Townsend eso t | 43 0.8 
Walsingham North 2097 13 0.4 
Walsingham S. and Port Rowan 3, 146 DM | Oe 
Windham D920 45 0.8 
Woodhouse Det 2 929 0.8 

Norfolk 52,778 LZ 1.0% 
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HALDIMAND 
No, of Persons % 

Municipality Population Sampled Representation 
Caledonia 3, 044 104 3.4 
Dunnville 5, 389 61 | 
Cayuga 1,070 83 Uns 
Hagersville 2209 61 Pais 
Jarvis 919 Zo 4355) 
Canborough 15-230 Ua O29 
Cayaga N. 17591 18 bel 
Cayaga S. 663 LG Page| 
Dunn 1,242 3 0.2 
Moulton and Sherbrooke 3, 063 ol 1.0 
Oneida 1,675 ave 3.1 
Seneca 2, 391 38 i.2 
Rainham 1,896 36 2.0 
Walpole 3,914 a9 20 

Haldimand 30, 346 637 2.1% 
Total Haldimand -Norfolk 83, 124 1,149 1.4% 


The socio-economic variables used in the tabulations 
were urban-rural, level of education, home ownership. The 
educational level tabulation (Table 3) clearly points uUpsthe 
bias in the sample towards the better educated, presumably 
higher ing¢ome, more active sections of the population in 
both counties. 


Table 3: Distribution of Participants by Highest 
eV Cl sOigE ducati on 


NORFOLK 

No. in No. of Persons % 
Education Population Sampled Representation 
Elementary or less 31, 403 64 One 
Secondary 1957389 316 120 
Post Secondary 1, 636 128 7.8 


Norfolk D2 16 508 1.0% 
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Desire for Change by Education 


Figure | 
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HALDIMAND 
No. in No. of Persons % 
Education Population Sampled Representation 
Elementary or less LO /ol 110 OF 
Secondary 13, 624 393 ee) 
Post Secondary O71 DES his 
Haldimand 30, 346 618 2.0% 


Table 43 Adjusting tor Sample Bias 


Attitudes to General Change by Education 


Attitudes to Respondents’ Highest Level of Education 

General LOIS 

Change Elementary Secondary Post Secondary Sample Adjusted 
Against 26.6% 20.4% 9.3% 19.0% 23.6% 
Neutral oe? 15,2 13.6 Rs hes) Li 
For 93.8 64.4 7730 6505 58). 7 
Sample % 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Total Pop. 47,154 33, 363 2, 607 

% of Pop. 57% 40% av 


Table 5: Adjusting for Sample Bias 


Attitudes to Boundary Change by Education 
Attitudes to Respondents’ Highest Level of Education 


Boundary LOIS 

Change Elementary Secondary Post Secondary Sample Adjusted 
Against 65.2% 53.3% 44.7% 593.1% 59.8% 
Neutral 1220 16.8 15.6 1989 14.0 
For 2245 2952 39.8 31.0 2052 
Sample % 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Total Pop. 47,154 33, 303 2, 607 


% of Pop. 97% 40% 3% 
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Thersicipeecontomic variables wséd in the tabulations 
Were Uabanetu walvandleiucationallléevely sTabl& 8econtAins 
a breakdown of the highest level of educational attainment 
in the population of both counties, and the pencen tape "of 
persons in each level sampled by LOIS. The bias towards 
the better educated and the under =representationvof ‘thie 
lower educational attainment level is plain eRhotexamine 
the consequences of this bias, we adjusted the figures to 
compensate for over and under representation. The results 
in Tables 4 and 5 show the data is remarkably insensitive, 
especially when one considers the drastic alterations re- 
quired inthe elementary and post secondaxyedevel figures. 
The adjusted figures show the LOIS data overestimates 
Support for general change by only about ten percents sand 
underestimates opposition to boundary change also by 


about ten percent. 


In the detailed analysis which follows in the appendices 
the data has been cross-tabulated to allow the reader to 
identify and adjust for sample bias where mecessamy. In 
general, however, the robustness of the data is one of the 
most significant findings of the study. Because of the 
socio-economic composition of the respondents, the data 
must be considered as widely representative of the opinions 
and attitudes of opinion leaders in all sectors of the 
population, as well as a guide to Organized public Peaction 


to regional developments in the study area. 
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Organization and Method 

We made several recommendations about Organization 
and method in our Interim Report. That heporGissein scarce 
supply.) For\the bemeéfit jof,those who wish-to explone further 
the possibilities of widespread citizen participation in data 
research through group interviews, we repeat the recom- 


mendations here, with some additional comments, 


Four factors should be given special consideration in 


any stiLctier Stwdysor this kind: 


1. Timie 

Invicwderstorikieep to-our toriginal schedules, we 
carried out 159 groups in three months. This was 
a considerable achievement in itself, but it would 
have been more realistic to take more time to 
deal with such problems as sample bias, and the 
factors discussed below. In rural areas, farmers 
do not come to group interviews during planting or, 


probably, harvest times. 


Ze Bacilita tors 
Group facilitators should be reasonably mature 
and experienced; if not experienced, they should 
have adequate training. They should also know 


something about the substance of the matter under 
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discussion. Each facilitator should have a written 
description of the structure of the IM.eeT Lge S.0 
that each group interview covers the same terri- 
tory. They should also know how to work a tape 
recorder. | There is an important trade-off to be 
kept in mind: On the one hand the longer the 
sampling time the fewer facilitators Seq wired, 
allowing greater selectivity incthe cchoice: of 
facilitators and better control and feedback. On 
the othershand,fionce a SrOuUpt in teriviewi process 
begins, it generates a degree of enthusiasm and 
participation which should be encouraged and 
which facilitates public relations. Lengthy studies 


tend to be forgotten and not cared about. 


Briefing Participants 

Time is needed to ensure an adequate represent- 
ation of major population Smoupimve sie CAL ipanrt ici pants 
should be provided with information handouts long 
enough before the meeting to enable them to familiar- 
ize themselves with at least the major issues, 
Judging by our experience, newspapers, emadio.y tele- 
vision, and even public meetings (which few attend) 
are not enough to focus public attention on the 


details of the main issues. The information handouts 
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Should be plainly written and contain Specific 
ehcicespiromdwhieh thie Parti cipantican ciooge 
intelligently. The handouts should not prejudge 
responses to eewieal questions. Possibly the 
best way to distribute this information before 
the group meeting is to give it to the hostess 
with envelopes and stamps, and ask her to mail 
if out to her puests. Hostesses received fifteen 
dollars: ten dollars as an honorarium and five 
as compensation for the costs of providing coffee 


and cake, é€tc. 


Continuity 

This is the key problem. Participants: often 
arrived at the groups annoyed, antagonistic, 
resentful of the time spent; apathetic, uncommitted. 
By the end of the group Meeting, Most Of them asked 
for more. They see the tape-recorded group session 
as a satisfying way to participate in the decision- 
making affecting their area. Means have to be found 
to capture and sustain this sense of participation 
and enthusiasm for what are commonly considered to 
be dull trivia of bureaucratic planning. Continuity 


of participation, if it is carried out Moe sit ly, 
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assumes greater integration with existing decision- 
making procedures, and perhaps the modification 
of some of those procedures. We have made some 
recommendations in this regard in Volume 1 of 


this report, but we recognize these are exploratory. 


Some people regarded LOIS as a sop thrown to 
them while the decisions were made in Queen's 
Park,. sie conspiracy view of history is at all 
times influential and sometimes powerful. To 
combat it; realistic forms. of both citizen Partici- 
pation and integration with decision-making need 


PirihetecexploratL om. 


Data Analysis Techniques 


Data analysis techniques were deliberately kept as 
Simple and straightforward as possible, as the tables in 
the Appendices attest. This seems to be a matter of 
sound policy, when the report is to be read by a number 
of people in different occupations and with different 
interests. 

The data itself did not call for more complex Techniques; 
and the study requirements could be satisfied without them. 
The one exception was identifying and measuring respondents' 
preferences for one jurisdiction over another (Question Pty Ne ye 


Al discussionvotithe method follows . 
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Analysis of Rank Order Data for Local Identification2 

Introd wWetiion 
Tables I-22A, 22B contain the proportion of the 

respondents in each area who selected particular ranks 
for each of the identified entities (e.g. town, town- 
ship, province, etc.). The two tables are not comparable 
due to the inclusion of different entities for the rural 
and urban respondents. In order to summarize the in- 
formation and to provide a method of determining an 
aggregate ranking, it is necessary to derive a measure 
of preference which reflects the degree of polarization 


Ol teh Oilce, 


In the next section an index that measures the 
strength of the revealed preference in the tables is 
discussed. The following section describes two methods 
of deriving the preferred ranks, with a short discussion 


of the problems associated with such measures. 


Discussion of Preference Scale 

Each row of the frequency tables contains information 
with respect to the preference of the sample respondents 
for a particular rank. We could describe a particular 
row as revealing indifference,for the attributes of each 
rank had an equal proportion of the observations 
isere smi na Se aS Gi, 2 5:94), 
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The analysis was devised and carried out by David Ingram, Geography Department, 
York University. 
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In the terminology of general systems theory such 
a preference structure is indicative of ine presence of 
maximum entropy in the structure. Minimum entropy, 
or in our case - maximum Preterence)- is revealed 
when one of the ranks contains 100% of the observations 
and the remainder are equal to zero, Basing ourselves 
on the work of Shannon and Weaver, we can arrive at 
the following: 

ee 0 UCL eS Be) 

where P is a measure of Preference and Hee is the measure 
of relative entropy. When P is equal to zero, the propor- 
tions selecting each rank are equal, that i¢ the condition 


of maximum e€ntzy opy exist si, 


The preference scale does not indieate which of the 
ranks are preferred; however, it serves the purpose of 
reducing the data to a Single figure which measures the 
degree of polarization of Opinion, and it can be used 
for comparative purposes. The behaviour Of the Seale 
is not fully known except to say that it has the form of 
a negative exponential curve. Thus, slight differences 
at the lower end of the scale may wetlect larcoe dii- 
ferences in preference, However, this analysis does 
not require adjudicating between Preference values, the 
order of magnitude being sufficient to discriminate 


between values. 
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Isolation of Preferred Rank(s) 
lmordem to discover which ranks ere Prererreds tie 
following procedures are utilized: 
a) Maximum difference between ordered proportions 
This procedure involves the following steps. 
Firstly, the N proportions are ordered in terms 
of decreasing magnitude from left to pa igi od a 
secondly, the positive differences between 
adjacent proportions are obtained; thirdly, 
the number of preferred ranks (MIP Reis tire 
subscript of the largest difference obtained 
imthe second step lft wo of the Gitteren ces 
are equal and maximum, the subscripts of the 
rightmost difference is used. The Preferred 
ranks can then be determined by inspection of 
the original proportions; that is, the NPR 
largest proportions are designated as the 


preferred ranks, 


b) The weighted mean rank 
A weighted mean is then calculated for each 


row in the tables 


This measure, although it results in a Single figure, 
has a number of drawbacks. Firstly, it i¢ based on 


ordinal data and it must, therefore, be treated as an 
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ordinaljvalue? that-is,4 the value only possesses statis- 
ticalbmalidity J) lt dcanitonly: berused ito iorider thie enti tives’, 
not to measure that order. Secondly, if the data possesses 
a rectangular distribution, that is approximately equal 
frequencies impeach irank;| the weighted mean has little 
validity for the purposes of this analysis. Consequently 
the data for the ranking of the province isnot idlusi- 
trated for the urban population, nor is the Palikiny (ot 
the closest village by the rural population. These omis- 
sions are made on the basis that the preference value 
indicates a high degree of ambiguity on the part of the 
respondents as to the position of these entities, and the 
weighted means are also of little validity due to the 


quasi-rectangular distribution of the percentage frequencies. 


The Grid System 

The grid system offers powerful advantages in data 
analysis. For LOIS a rectangular grid system was used 
and modification was made in the analysis to accommodate 
municipal boundaries. The advantages of the erid an alt 
lowing one to place a boundary or edge with a two or 
three mile tolerance can blind one to the teality that in 
some quadrants there are few, or no, respondents. In 
rural areas it is often impossible to obtain a reasonable 


number of respondents in each quadrant, Daertroulrariyeart 
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one is using a fine-grain grid. A coOarse-grain grid does 
not have this disadvantage; however, it lacks the advan- 
tages of locational precision. In general, we would preiLer 
to work with a fine-grain grid, even with a small sample, 
because the opportunity always exists to cluster quadrants 
if necessary into a coarse grain, or to retain the SpeGr T= 


icity of the fine grain. See also the following section. 


Deliberately, no effort was made to define the trade 
area boundary between towns by a Pay ley models ssu ch 
as Reilly's Laws of Retail Gravitation®. LOIS was based 
solely on actual population behaviour, attitudes and 


Opinions, 


Orientation to Urban Centres 

Four activities were selected as indicating a devel of 
orientation to a specified urban centre: 

LowWw eekly shopping*4 

2. Purchase of town newspaper 


3. Visiting the town more than fifty times a year 
(not including work) 


45 »Work incthat town 


3 See Brian Berry, Geography of Market Centres and Retail Distribution, 
Prentice Hall, 1967, p.40 passim 

4 Daily, or convenience, shopping bears no strong relationship to urban 
orientation, especially in rural areas. 
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Two sets of weighting were carried out. In the first, the 
four activities were set in the foregoing order of impor- 
tance, and weighted according to the percentage of 

respondents in the quadrant who carried out these activi- 


ties. 


Table 6: Weighting of Urban Orientation Activities (a) 


% of Activities in Specified Urban Centre 
Respondents 
in Quadrant Shop Paper Visit Work 
76% 6 5 4 3 
66-75% 5 4 3 2 
50-66% 4 3 2 1 


Given the difficulties involved in establishing a reliable 


weighting procedure, a second set of weightings was carried 


OWNER 
iia Die 27 Weighting of Urban Orientation Activities (2) 
% of Activities in €£pecified Urban Centre 

Respondents 

in Quadrant Shop Paper Visit Work 
76% 6 4 “ 6 

66-75% 5 3 = 5) 

50-67% 4 Z 2 4 


In the second set of weightings, shopping and work were 
given the higher and equal weightings, and visiting and 


purchase of a newspaper lower and equal ratings. The 


ee eee Se eee ee ee 
5 Less than 50% was considered too small an orientation to include. 
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purpose here was to ensure that the identification gener- 
ated by working in a town every day was not overlooked, 
even thouphstespeciallylin itrural areas, individuals,tend 
to work where the jobs are rather than in accordance with 


a preference forcone town!) or another. 


In the first set of weightings any quadrant could 
achieve a numerical value ranging from 0, where fewer 
than 50% of the respondents carry out any of the four 
activities in a specified urban centre - to 18, where 
76% or more of the respondents in that quadrant carry 
out all four activities in a specified urban centre, 
After some experimentation, the sum of 10 was taken 
as indicating high orientation of a quadrant to an urban 
Centre, [his tigure can be arrived at through a com= 
bination of different levels of differing activities. 

For example: 
1. 76% of the respondents in the quadrant shop (6) 
and visit (4) in the specified urban centre = 10; 
2. 76% of the respondents in the quadrant take the 
BRewepaper from ethe town (5)> and 660%-75% of 
the respondents visit (3) and work (2) there = 10: 
3. 50%-66% of the respondents in the quadrant 


shop (4), visit (2) and work (1) in the urban 
centre; and also read itsamewspaper (3)i- 10. 
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In the second set of weightings the numerical values 
a quadrant can achieve range from 0 to 20: i.e. higher 
than in the first set of weightings, where the maximum 
value is 16. Even so, the values achieved in each qudd= 
rant tend to be lower using the second set of weightings; 
in fact, it was found that fewer quadrants reached a value 
of 10. The only reason for this can be the lower value 
given to purchase of local newspaper. The higher weightings 
given to place of work do not affect the values appreciably. 
This tends to support our original thesis that, especially 
in rural areas. place of work is a result of job availa- 
bility rather than of local identification. Certainly, the 
figures show many respondents driving twenty and thirty 
Miles toework, but not carrying out any, other functions in 
those places which would suggest an identification with that 


place. 


In-the second set ‘of weightings, the sum of 9 was taken 
as indicating strong identification with a specified urban 
area. The results are very similar to those from the first 
set of weightings. In the second set of weightings, the 
areas of high identification are slightly smaller than in 
the first set, but not to an appreciable degree, In effect, 
the data is generally insensitive and consistent, The re- 


sults of the two sets of weightings are summarized in Map 2. 
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Map 3 sets out the boundaries of the areas of orien - 
tation of the individual urban centres. To do this, it was 
necessary to remove Simcoe because of the extent of its 
Imitinence across Norfolk, Subsequently, each quadrant was 
examined to determine its orientation at whatever bevels or 
activity. If, as occurred in many cases, the figures showed 
the respondents in that quadrant orienting to several urban 
centres, the quadrant was divided among the several centres 
in proportion to the sum of orientation indicated towrads each 


of the urban centres. 


In calculating orientation it was necessary to contend 
with empty quadrants. Adjustments were made in only the 
most obvious cases: (1) an urban centre would have a 
number of quadrants around it strongly oriented to it, but 
the quadrant right next to it would show a low orientation; 
(2) empty quadrants next to urban centres and surrounded 
by quadrants showing high identification with that urban 
centre. In both instances, it was assumed the quadrant in 


question had a high orientation to the specified urban centre. 
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APPENDIX I 


OPINION RESPONSES BY COUNTY 


Table I-1 


6. The most rewarding organizations a person can 
belong to are local clubs and associations rather 
than nation-wide organizations. 


a ee ee eee 


RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
7 Z Z Zo 
Strongly Disagree sieyll reas leds) 2-8 
Disagree 8.7 | Ove To 
Slightly Disagree oe) B20 6.6 Bee 
Slightly Agree 14.7 12.9 LO 14.2 
Agree 46.1 DOr, ol6 49.3 
Strongly Agree mis 17.4 ELORD, ni7et 
TO EA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 
Disagree PAGS 18.9 16.4 191 
Agree ioe? it eid _ 83.6 80.9 
OVA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 484 603 318 1,405 
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7. Despite all the newspaper and TV coverage, national 
and international happenings rarely seem as inter- 
esting as events that occur right in the local com- 
munity where one lives. 


a 


RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
Zo G Z Z 
Strongly Disagree 9.9 6.9 eae 8.1 
Disagree 20.7 24.5 24.6 ZO 
Slightly Disagree L2e1 10. 4 12.4 NI 
Slightly Agree 14.2 eae 16.3 Ld.1 
Agree 26.5 SOD = a) oLaG 
Strongly Agree URS me Coie Bo 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 
Disagree 48.8 41.8 44.7 44.9 
Agree alee 28.2 Jone Peeps’ 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 494 608 338 1,440 
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Table [-3 


8. No doubt many newcomers to the community are 
capable people; but when it comes to choosing a 
person for a responsible position in the comm- 


unity, I prefer a man whose family is well 
established in the community. 


RESPONSE 


Strongly Disagree 
Disagree 

Slightly Disagree 
Slightly Agree 
Agree 

Strongly Agree 


TOTAL 


SUMMARY 
Disagree 
Agree 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 


Norfolk 


494 


Haldimand Adjacent 


34.5 


0) oD 


100.0 
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42.6 
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100.0 


340 


Overall 


3937 
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Table I-4 


9. Big cities may have their place, but the local 


community is the back-bone of Ontario. 


RESPONSE 


Strongly Disagree 
Disagree 

Slightly Disagree 
Slightly Agree 
Agree 

Strongly Agree 


TOTAL 


SUMMARY 
Disagree 
Agree 
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Table I-5 


10. I have greater respect for a man who is well 
established in his community than a man who 
is widely known in his field but who has no 


local roots. 
RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
Zo ; 6 Zo 
Strongly Disagree Dae ae) 718 D7 
Disagree 05..5 21°83 24.8 26.6 
Slightly Disagree 1216 10.4 13.0 V8 
Slightly Agree ils Bite) 1a 0 16.0 
Agree Choe 31.4 eS) 30.0 
Strongly Agree ce One, P20 oe Pe: 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 
Disagree phyla) OL L 45.6 44.1] 
Agree _48.4 oe ares) poe 4 Boeke! 
LOLAG 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 
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Table |-6 


11 In talking to people about elections, we find that a 
lot of people weren't able to vote in the last federal 
election in 1968 because they were sick or they just 
didn't have the time. How about you, did you vote 


last time? 
RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
Zo Zo Zo Zo 
Yes 85.8 B73 2 78.8 84.7 
No myo) es ae ip 
TRON Ny te 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 901 618 340 1,459 
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Table I[-7 


i ak Did you give any money, or anything, to help the 


campaign for one of the parties or candidates? 


RESPONSE 


SAMPLE 


Norfolk 
(0) 


495 


Haldimand Adjacent 


QO 


EPS 


B20 


100.0 


604 


Zo 


340 


Overall 


Zo 
20.6 


79.4 


100.0 


1,439 
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Table I-8 


1B Did you go to any political meetings, rallies, 
dinners or things like that? 


RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
Zo Q 6 Zo 
Nes 43.5 38.8 28.8 Stoel 
No _96.5 oy ey Vale’ O19 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 499 608 340 1,447 


Table I-9 


14, Did you do any other work for one of the parties 


or candidates? 


RESPONSE 


SAMPLE 


Norfolk 


493 


Haldimand Adjacent 


Z 


100.0 


602 


Zo 


339 


Overall 


Z 


1,434 
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Table {210 
15. Did you talk to any people to try to show them why 

they should vote for one of the parties or 

candidates? 
RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 

6 Zo Zo Zo 

Yes 47.1 50,0 Ss hey aoe 
No Dee 6329 66.3 60. 3 
TOA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 493 097 341 1,431 
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16. I don't think public officials care very much about 


what people like me think. 


3.0: 


RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
Zo Zo 2 Zo 
Agree Strongly 1275 sane al 19.4 ers) 
Agree Slightly 27.4 SU: 30.6 29.4 
Disagree Slightly cP as 34.1 2Oaa O202 
Disagree Strongly 204 0s fs) Pees 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 
Agree 40.2 45.4 50.0 44.7 
Disagree eee 54.6 _50.0 ooo 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SAMPLE 492 Me 330 1,417 
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Table I-12 


Vy The way people vote is the main thing that decides 
the way things are run in this country. 


RESPONSE 


Agree Strongly 
Agree Slightly 
Disagree Slightly 
Disagree Strongly 


TOTAL 


SUMMARY 
Agree 
Disagree 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 


Norfolk 
(@) 


25; 0 


488 


Haldimand Adjacent 


Zo 
20:9 
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47.0 


100.0 
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100.0 
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LB; Voting is the only way people like me can have any 
say about how the government runs things. 


38. 


RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
in i il ln IRIN SS RN | A CT 
Agree Strongly 23.4 Pls) Ta) 2270 
Agree Slightly 20.0 Blas 29.6 Loe 
Disagree Slightly 24.8 Send 20 Zoe 
Disagree Strongly 25.3 14.5 Zee 20.0 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 

Agree 49.9 Don 52.4 lee 
Disagree SOT! 46.8 47.6 byt eels 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SAMPLE 487 585 328 1,400 
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Table [-14 


19. People like me don't have any say about what 
the government does. 


RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
Zo Zo Zo Zo 

Agree Strongly 21d L760 24.2 20.4 
Agree Slightly 25.4 2007 218 Pay 
Disagree Slightly Sie Soe ea eh ee ies: 
Disagree Strongly bee 20,5 ea 20.4 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 

Agree 46.5 46.4 46.0 46.3 
Disagree Sse) _53.6 54.0 RSL 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 


SAMPLE 492 099 300 1,422 
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20. Sometimes politics and government seem so 
complicated that a person like me can't really 


understand what's going on. 


RESPONSE Norfolk 
eerste 
Agree Strongly POLY) 
Agree Slightly 43.7 
Disagree Slightly pip ae a 
Disagree Strongly aie 
TO AL 100.0 
SUMMARY 

Agree Ga 
Disagree 058 
TOPAL 100.0 
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Table 1-16 


21, Would you favour your local or county government 
spending tax money to improve public transport in 
your area? 


a 


RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
6 6 Zo Zo 
Yes a0 46.7 Do. DL. 0 
No _47.5 Seo) 41.1 48.4 
PO AL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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Vig Effective planning for the future of your community 
requires collaboration with adjacent communities 
and municipalities. 


RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
6 0 6 Zo 
Agree Strongly Oa 34.8 Dulea 7, 46.3 
Agree Slightly a2.0) 40.8 36.8 Sloey) 
Disagree Slightly Hoe Loe), G25 Re) 
Disagree Strongly 4.7 oLlA a. 0) me) 
LOMAS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 
SUMMARY 
Agree 88.1 feeds 88.5 83.1 
Disagree mee 24.4 LL. 5 16.9 
TOTAL 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 
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Table [-18 


DNs Joining many small boroughs and townships into an 
area-wide government is a good way to meet the 
costs of future development. 


RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
Z 6 0 f 

Agree Strongly Long 10.0 21.0 6 
Agree Slightly he 25.9 34.7 33.4 
Disagree Slightly 20.8 25.4 Loe 2176 
Disagree Strongly 21.4 ood Zl. io 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 

Agree SARS alee! 6252 shen) 
Disagree Ye Ole eee ma7-0 
LOIEAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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Table [1-19 


24. Collaboration with other municipalities is a good 
way for everyone to attain fair shares in the 
future growth of the area. 


RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
Zo Zo 2 Z 

Agree Strongly 30.8 13.9 50. 7 20.0 
Agree Slightly 44.5 45.8 41.1 44,2 
Disagree Slightly L520 20.8 ier 17.8 
Disagree Strongly yee 19.9 NP Bes, a404 
TO UAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 

Agree 1268) Dhar PAs: 67.9 
Disagree 24.7 40.7 2652 eral 
ORAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 481 563 319 1,363 


ce 


Ww edegrle 


a, 


Hever wmenebA beniniblel| 


— a an coe 


O.u4 v0) eh 
<b itp 22 
Bil ..é4! SAP 
ow! € A! A 
Opel TPL ‘a 
>is It re 
| .¢ £ a » OE 


ee ct a Sn 


Bovk f A Helens iin seam Hew oot Ae: it) 


0 OT 


eri! IRIE <Any 7 TOR Vie 
han oil? To-03 on THiLA 
a 
tov (Pla ua: A 
i 
MM) honiepe 4 
7 toile 
ae ike 
wrtit ey 
Teta | 
LL! 


Tablet 70) 


25. On the whole, municipal government has lost 
most of its usefulness. 


RESPONSE 


Agree 
Disagree 
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Table; 1-21 


26. Municipal government should be given more control 


over local affairs. 


46. 


RESPONSE 


Agree 
Disagree 


OPAL 
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47. 


ables j-7) 
Pa is Please rank the following in order of importance to 
(a) you, numbering from 1 (most important) to 4 (least 


important). If you live in a village or town, use 
list one. If you live on a farm or in the country, 
use list two. * 


RESPONSE - URBAN Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
0 0 0 0 
Town AO aI 76.0 66.7 op Rey 
County Town 4.1 2,0 Lo 2.8 
County LOw/ 8.1 2.6 10.1 
Province Lis Lowe ea) 15.4 
TOVPAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


RESPONSE = RURAL 


Township 49.2 eieie! Dee aed, 
Closest Village LOT ee. dee We 
County P20 8.6 18.3 ey, 
Province 19.4 bom L3 a3 18.7 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SAMPLE - URBAN 244 27 1 Raye) 674 

SAMPLE - RURAL 19] 207 LS 563 


* Only first choices were calculated. 
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48. 


Table I1- 22 A 


Rank Frequencies for Urban Respondents 


AREA Percent Frequency Ranking Sample Preference Mean 
1 eo 5 4 SIZE Value Rank 

Towns 

Norfolk tie gh57l 9.6 Sao Zoo 36.91 Ns 

Haldimand 78.0 14.4 4.9 Die 264 48.20 ers) 
County Towns 

Norfolk AAS 2 273 (43.26 22a 13.00 oak 

Haldimand on) BAe 2. 0-2 2a 18.48 Ry 
County 

Norfolk 2 22 aly 0x9 Daw DE 13 700 210 

Haldimand 943 woods Ales TRY 247 17.86 iE) 
Province* 

Norfolk MOs0n Wiss 227 4/7) “34.5 238 2 0 2.8 

Haldimand Noe: 2pe0° 325.44 23256 244 1.90 ay 


Underlined values are preferred ranks obtained by maximum 
difference method. 


* These rankings indicate a low degree of preference and the 
mean ranks are affected by the quasi- rectangular distribution 
of frequencies. 
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Table I - 22B 


Rank Frequencies for Rural Respondents 


AREA Percent Frequency Ranking Sample Preference Mean 
1 Z 3 4 Size Value Rank 

Township 

Norfolk DOUpoee2Osy G12 5 Toa 187 Monge) ey, 

Haldimand a4; 0 © 26.1 2.0 Caz NS 30.94 1.4 
Closest Village* 

Norfolk 2OnieecUerd et. 7 30.0 181 2.40 2.8 

Haldimand DMA mme2 ore Le OR os. 7 245 28 pat | 
County 

Norfolk 12.4 44.1 36.0 7S 186 14.74 2.4 

Haldimand Da eeto sO 40.5 haw 242 Mower Za 
Province 

Norfolk Ole see lO0e/ 20.0 “4454 178 8. 40 PAS) 

Haldimand Mee OO es 27 243 | Bont Sisk) 


Underlined values are preferred ranks obtained by maximum difference 
method. 


* These rankings indicate a low degree of preference and the mean ranks 
are affected by the quasi- rectangular distribution of frequencies. 
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Table I-23 


27. How important to you are the existing county 

(b) boundaries? 

RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
ht eae | aS ED | 
Very Important 26.9 Oda 28.0 30.6 
Slightly Important 24.8 De ea TSe5 23.6 
Not Very Important ieee 26.4 Dae 30.0 
Not Important At All iia ah 1275 20.6 Reyes: 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 

Important DLs 60.8 46.5 54.3 
Not Important 48.3 Bee See 45.7 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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Table |[- 24 


Bale 


28. Do you think your interests and those of your 
community would be best served by: (choose one) 


A. The existing county and township boundaries 
as they are now. 
B. The re-organization of towns, villages and 
townships so that each county would be organized 
into 4 or 5 larger municipalities. 
C. The re-organization of county as well as local 
boundaries in all the Norfolk/Haldimand area. 
RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
0 0 0) 
A. Existing ol s2 64.6 pete Ber 58.4 
B. Re-organization 1. 20.5 Das. 2260 21.4 
C. Re-organization 2. 2O59 eye es Lo 20.2 
TOVAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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Table I- 25 


29. To meet changing circumstances in the area, 


the system of county and local government needs: 


A. Little change 


B. Moderate change 
C. Substantial change 


RESPONSE 


Little change 
Moderate change 
Substantial change 


TOLAL 


SAMPLE 


Norfolk 
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27. Please rank the following in order of importance to you, numbering 

(a) from 1 (most important) to 4 (least important). If you live in a 
village or town, use list one. If you live on a farm or in the 
country, use list two. 


List One (Village or Town List Two (Rural) 

My village or town My township 

My county town (Simcoe for My closest village 
Norfolk; Cayuga for Haldimand) My county 

My county The province of Ontario 


The province of Ontario 


Abbreviations 

HAL Haldimand WAT Waterford 

WEL Wellington SIM Simcoe 

WEN Wentworth PYreb Port Dover 

OX Oxford DEL Delhi 

NOR Norfolk HOU Houghton 

LIN Lincoln NWL_~ North Walsingham 

BRA Brant S WIs South Walsingham & Port Rowan 

EEG Elgin MID Middleton 
WIN Windham 
CHAR Charlotteville 
WOOD Woodhouse 
TOW Townsend 

CAL Caledonia TMAL Tillsonburg 

DUNV Dunnville BRAN _ Brantford 

JAR Jarvis BAY Bayham 

HAG Hagersville NOR S_ South Norwich 

CAY Cayuga OAK Oakland 

WAL Walpole GLAN  Glanford 

ON Oneida WNFL_ Wainfleet 

RN Rainham TUS Tuscarora 

SEN Seneca 


CN Cayuga North 

CS Cayuga South 

DUN Dunn 

CAN  Canborough 

MOUL Moulton & 
Sherbrooke 


an 1 9 
em avil gow Vi 
| 8 nt to fork @ no Soil way! 


> ‘ 


fleet) ow? yel.t 


 giteawor vi7 
- aealliv teauofsa VM 
einyes wl (hn arni 


obs) Vo GOfivoTey ofl 


mi if 

fe ¢ 

wit 
F . 
Hime 
ampiny4 ll WV tow 
vewoM mot & miracle yin 

“i tah) ity 
ny ivi 
slivetielread) 
Srna ieny 
bi invert 
Swuanaeit.! 
Ly ae) tare ag 
mmuy ud 
isiwin 4 emis 


ine that) 
Svetup hh) 
nailainWw 


vero Lf 


HO, (TH sao MI ye wabre i yerivro view cot dae nani 4 . 
Atrarrte int FRaS!) ) & OI "Binns “xn Jeura) | Ape ea} 
one tell san 
OW) Tasl 


rol 9Orn 


Huh oN 


: _ . 
wot Ya &h 


Je) QeNee Pins VIE 
he 7 , wit ia 7, 
i vi4 
i} e ope 


wos To ogelihy 
v'Tnom 


rell 


wel liV) ontietetg] 


a 


onfliy wh 7 


— 
UOT ely sata” 
—s — ciel 


Dwar Wilt. 
inne ARG 
A es ae? ee 
uobaia> nae 
fiver Vet : 
he eb _ : 
Ire ‘ 
Amuy n> 
joe 
wihogh) 
erin 
cyanae . Mate 
ino AgUeE 3 


jin ina 3° 7 
asl ae 

rg YONS 

7 he 


Syah. 
Table I- 26 


NORFOLK 


HAL WEL WEN OX NOR LIN’ BRA ELG_ SAMPLE 
fe) 6) Q % O fe) 2 


WAT 46.2 ated ea, 43.1 65 
SIM BOS 8.2 4.9 32.8 Shee, 61 
PT D 83.6 o29 eee 3.6 ye) 
DE 34.8 Sie sill Eo 259 69 
HOU eee Lisl 66.7 2) 
N WL Dae elegy a Gay Dalal one 11 
S WL 2/0 38.9 DO mee oo 18 
MID 20.0 60.0 evils) 3.0 20 
WIN 36.6 2.4 26.8 4.9 26.8 2.4 4] 
CHAR oes 20.4 4.1 14.3 ZnO) 49 
WOOD _ 60.0 10.0 Zonk) Syall 20 
TOW 45.0 Mes) (sas: ell) 30.0 2.0 40 
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Table I-27 


HALDIMAND 


HAL WEL WEN OX NOR LIN’ BRA ELG _ SAMPLE 
0 Z Zo 0 Zo Zo Zo Ze 


[Suelo 4.7 eee 200 1ee2 oe AOD {28 alt? este 86 
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Table I- 28 

ADJACENT 
HAL 
% 

Le Lee, 

BRAN 

BAY 

NOR S 

OAK 20) 

GLAN 66.7 

WNFL 53.8 

AKOES 100.0 

SAMPLE 45 


WEL 
Zo 


|e 


15.4 


10 


WEN OX 
Zo Zo 
13.6 
3373 
49.2 
25.9 
6.0 
27.8 
6 49 


NOR 
Zo 


94.2 
66.7 
42.9 
otal, 


84.0 


o20 


120 


LIN 
Zo 


lene 


ey 


11 


BRA 
Zo 


10 


3.8 


24 


20., 


SAMPLE 


abe) 

o 
63 
Pa 
50 
18 


4 


279 


Was (3a ASH wu AGI “aw 
ao fae 


7 o » 
, —— a. 
—_ 


ThA 
w 


7) 


' onmnenne > (a 
we hs rs — Fi 


t 


@ 


APPENDIX. Il 


OPINION RESPONSES BY SCALES 


AO VA COSA A ATA 


Dou. 


GENERAL CHANGE SCALE 


This scale measures the desire for or willingness to accept changes 
in local government organization and collaboration among 
municipalities. 


The scale was designed for the study and no standard scores exist for 
comparison. Scores range from 1, strongly against change, to 9, 
strongly for change: 5 is taken as being a neutral response. 


( ues tions 


Effective planning for the future of your community requires collaboration 
with adjacent communities and municipalities. 


3 2 1 0 
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree 
Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 


Collaboration with other municipalities is a good way for everyone to 
attain fair shares in the future growth of the area. 


2 1 0 
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree 
Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 


To meet changing circumstances in the area, the system of county and 
local government needs: 


a) little or no change 1 
b) moderate change Z 
c) substantial change 5) 
Scoring 


The score is a total of the numbers attributed to each answer on the 
three questions. For this scale 270 respondents did not answer all 
three questions, leaving a sample of 1, 233. 
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Results 


Table II-1 
General Change Summary (N-1233) 


RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
sald al ee a ea 
Against P27 216 14.2 LO 
Undecided I) 16.9 ros eee) 

For 74.4 Woon0) 0609 65.5 

TAO AE eM tes 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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Table II-2 General Change (N 1233) 


RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
GAINST : ‘ a : 
1 1.8 Oe 2a 2.4 
2 lel 5.4 ys, on0 
3 4.3 70 opal 5.4 
4 5.4 11.4 a3) 8.3 
5 ae 16.9 U7 ® Leo 
6 19.0 Zar. 16.6 2043 
ii PY Ss 18.7 20,3 20.8 
8 19 9, TAY 20.8 14.8 
9 282 6.4 O27 Sars) 
FOR tye Ae ware y ae 
LOA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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BOUNDARY CHANGE SCALE 


This scale was designed to measure attitudes to specific changes in 
existing boundaries in the area. 


This scale is scored the same way as the general change scale, from 
1 to 9, and can be compared to it. 


( Jues tions 


Joining many small boroughs and townships into an area-wide government 
is a good way to meet the costs of future development. 


3 2 0 
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree 
Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 


Do you think your interests and those of your community would be best 
served by (choose 1); 


a) the existing county and township boundaries as they are now i 
b) the re-organization of towns, villages and townships so that 
each county would be organized into 4 or 5 larger 


municipalities 2 
c) The re-organization of county as well as local boundaries 
in all the Norfolk /Haldimand area = 


How important to you are the existing county boundaries? 


Very Important 
Slightly Important 
Not Very lmportant 
Not Important At All 


Hs 


Scoring 


This scale is scored by totalling the numbers assigned to each answer 
and eliminating any subject not answering all of the three questions. 
There are 326 missing units leaving a sample of 1,177. 
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Results 


Table II-3 Summary of Boundary Change by County (N-1177) 
RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
2 2 Zo Zo 
Against 46.7 64.7 42.5 Doe 
Undecided 16.4 Hsieh Mein 1D>e5 
For Ue 20% 2 41.4 es079 
ILOWAIS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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Table II- 4 Boundary Change by County (N-1177) 


RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 


Zk 6 0 Zo 

1 10.1 16.5 6.9 oad 

2 ae 14.3 8.0 10.4 

3 ly 19.0 13.8 15.5 

4 16.7 14.9 13.8 is 

5 16.4 15.1 16.1 15.8 

6 14.6 8.6 19.9 ins 

7 12.0 6.7 13.4 10.1 

8 ile 2.9 6.1 4.6 

9 4.7 2.0 1.9 3.0 

FOR Pa 
TOTAL 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 
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64. 


Table II-° Analysis of Those Strongly Opposed to Boundary 
Change by County * 


Norfolk Haldimand 


10%, 17%, 
(43/426) (81/490) ** 


Respondents by Municipality 
29% Rainham 
Townsend 24% Zoe oeieca 
Windham Zan 29% N&S Cayuga 
22%, Oneida 


Respondents by Urban- Rural 


Urban ys 10% 
Rural 137, 21%, 


Respondents by Education 


Elementary Hews raver 
Secondary 107, toy, 
Post-Secondary 7% 8% 


Respondents by Age 


-19 O% 4M, 
20-39 8, 9%, 
40-59 ay, 22% 
60+ 25%, 26% 


Respondents by Elected Office 


Those strongly opposed who 
have held elected office 41% 24% 


Those who have held 
elected office and are 
strongly opposed 14% 20% 


* This includes only those scoring I on scale of 9 


** If points 1 and 2 were used, the percentages would be, Norfolk - 17%; 


Haldimand - 31%. A comparison with the General Change Scale shows 
Norfolk Haldimand 


Strongly in favour of general change 32% 13% 


10 
Strongly opposed to Boundary change 17Y, ol, 
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Table AI- 6 Analysis of Those Strongly For General Change 


by County * 
Norfolk Haldimand 
O25 Loy, 


(142/442) (67/502) 
Respondents by Municipality 


Port Dover ai lA 21% Caledonia 
Simcoe 46% 197, Walpole ** 


Respondents by Urban- Rural 


Urban 40%, 16% 
Rural 24% 11% 


Respondents by Education 


Elementary 14% We 
Secondary wy ays 127, 
Post-Secondary 40% ee, 


Respondents by Age 


-19 30%, om, 
20-39 30%, 11%, 
40-59 3297, 189, 
60+ 419, 22%, 


Respondents by Elected Office 


Those strongly in favour who 
have held elected office 33%, 22%, 


Those sho have held elected 


office and are strongly in 
favour 40% 227, 


* Points 8 and 9 on scale 


** South Cayuga, Seneca, Rainham, Oneida, Canborough, Cayuga all 
have less than 6% of respondents strongly in favour. 
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LOCAL -COSMOPOLITAN SCALE 


"Items were cumulatively intended to identify persons whose scale of 
social experience is limited, whose primary interest and involvements 
are in local rather than in national or international affairs, who perceive 
of themselves primarily as members of a local community rather than 
members of a large social organization, who identify with and allocate 
respect towards individuals with local, rather than international 
reputations." * 


( Jues tions 


The most rewarding organizations a person can belong to are local clubs 
and associations, rather than large, nation-wide organizations. 


] 2 3) 4 ) 6 
Disagree Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Agree 
Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 


Despite all the newspaper and TV coverage, national and international 
happenings rarely seem as interesting as events that occur right in the 
local community where one lives. 


No doubt many newcomers to the community are capable people; but when 
it comes to choosing a person for a responsible position in the community, 
I prefer a man whose family is well-established in the community. 


Big cities may have their place, but the local community is the back-bone 
of Ontario. 


I have greater respect for a man who is well-established in his community 


than a man who is widely known in his field but who has no local roots. 


* Local-Cosmopolitan Scale, T.R. Dye, Measures of Political 


Attitudes, p. 397 
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Scoring 


Each question is scored from 1 for strongly disagree to 6 for strongly 
agree, the total giving a score from 5 to 30. The higher the score, 
the more local the orientation. 


For the purpose of crosstabulation, these scores were regrouped from 
2 to 10 as follows: 


Results 


From a previous sample of 105 elected officials and 340 residents from 
16 suburban municipalities near Philadelphia, the following figures were 
obtained which we can use for comparison (means are adjusted for 
comparison to our recoded figures). 


Table II- 7 Local-Cosmopolitan Scores for Michigan Scale 
and Haldimand/Norfolk 
Mean Score 
Upper socio-economic municipalities 


5.4 
Middle socio-economic municipalities ed 
Lower socio-economic municipalities 6.4 


Haldimand/Norfolk 
Norfolk 70 
Haldimand dio 
Adjacent 6.9 
Overall ol 
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Table Il-8 Local-Cosmopolitan Scale (N-1238) 


RESPONSE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
MOPOLITAN . ; 

2 OF2 OL2 0:7 0.3 
3 200) iat) ie 1.6 
4 Gri a9 5.4 570 
> 113 ee | Poke 12.8 
6 Baa 14.8 LCL | Bo, 
7 2202 18.5 LONG 20.7 
8 iy a | 25.4 23,0 VA | 
9 14.5 16.4 hee, 14.7 
10 no Tae one 4.4 

LOCAL ee hee a 

TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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69. 


POUITIGCAIS PARTICIPATION SCALE 


"This scale was designed as a ‘crude but servicable' index of the 
political activity in the national electorate". * 


Questions 
In talking to people about elections, we find that a lot of people weren't 


able to vote in the last federal election in 1968 because they were sick 
or they just didn't have the time. How about you, did you vote last time? 


Did you give any money, or anything, to help the campaign for one of the 
parties or candidates? 

Did you go to any political meetings, rallies, dinners or things like that? 
Did you do any other work for one of the parties or candidates? 


Did you talk to any people to try to show them why they should vote for one 
of the parties or candidates? 


Scoring 


1) High (voting and any other participation) 
2) Medium (just voting) 
3) Low (did not vote even if otherwise involved) 


* Index of Political Participation, Campbell et al, Measures of 


Political Attitudes, p. 433. 
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Results 


Table [1-9 Comparison of Political Participation by Michigan 
Scale and County (N-1451) 


Figures used for comparison are from a cross section of the United 
States of 1,614 people. 


en 


Scale United Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent 
States 
Zo G 
High | 57, 48 37 
Medium 47 29 40 42 
Low 26 14 Le: 21 


LOTAL 100 100 100 100 
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Table [I-10 Political Participation Scale by County (N-1451) 


SCALE Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
2 Zo Zo 
High DOny 48.0 o/.4 48.5 
Medium galt oes) Ge ye 36.7 
Low 14.2 dere PAG hat) rigs 
LOTTA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 501 613 337 1,451 
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Table II-Il Strongly for General Change by Political 
Participation 
Political Participation NORFOLK HAL DIMAND 
# % in # %, in 
favour of favour of 
change change 
High 251 50. o 20 16. 1 
Medium 118 23 e/ Vii2 ee, 
Low 23 34.8 26 ID %D 


OVERALL oo2 32.4 453 leap 


Eas, 


Table I-12 Strongly Against Boundary Change by Political 
Participation 
Political Participation NORFOLK HALDIMAND 
# % strongly # % strongly 
against against 
change change 
High 238 ae 246 eee 
Medium 116 ae 167 1520 
Low 22 4.5 23 136 


OVERALL 376 11.4 436 Weg 
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POBIMGAL EPPICACY SCALE 


"Sense of political efficacy is defined as ‘the feeling that political and 
social change is possible, and that the individual citizen can play a 
part in bringing about this change'". * 


This scale runs from 0 to 4 with 4 representing the highest efficacy. 
We have restated the scale in some of the tables as follows: 


Olas LOW 
2, 3 = Medium 
4 = High 


( Juestions 


I don't think public officials care very much about what people like me 
think. 


Agree Agree Disagree Disagree 
Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 


The way people vote is the main thing that decides the way things are run 
in this country. 


Voting is the only way people like me can have any say about how the 
government runs things. 


People like me don't have any say about what the government does. 
Sometime politics and government seem so complicated that a person 


like me can't really understand what's going on. 


* Political Efficacy, Campbell et al, Measures of Political Attitudes, 
p. 459. 
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Results 


The sample was a representative cross section of 1,413 people of 
voting age in private households in United States. The results are 
as follows: 


Table we li- 13 
Efficacy Cities & Open Areas 
Towns 

Z Z 
High PH 16 
Medium ot 20 
Low 2h 28 
Table II-14 Haldimand/Norfolk Summary Scores on Political 

Efficacy (N-1218) 
Efficacy Norfolk Haldimand Adjacent Overall 
(0) 0 (@} 

Low elias, 14.9 Lor DoeS 
Medium 47.6 52.4 49.1 49.9 
High 38.7 Sean a 34.6 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 429 902 287 L218 
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Table II-15 


Efficacy 


Ni 


HIGH 


SAMPLE 


Political Efficacy Scale by County (N-1218) 


Norfolk 


TOTAL 100.0 


429 


Haldimand Adjacent Overall 


fe) 


902 


Zo 
ler 2 
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100. 0 


287 
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lay 
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24.8 


1,218 
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Table II-16 Attitudes to General Change by Location 


Se ee eee ee ee eee 


LOCATION Against Undecided For Total 
Z Zo Zo Zo 
* 
NORFOLK 
NH Ont? 6.7 86.7 100.0 
N Oth 10.9 2e6 7985 100.0 
Central i326 14.1 yg ae 100.0 
* 
HALDIMAND 
NH 16.9 aes Ped 100.0 
H Oth 24.3 Z20nr} JoeU 100.0 
Central ole0 1Ou2 Ouse 100.0 
SAMPLE 194 144 610 948 


* NH - respondents living along the Norfolk/Haldimand county border 
Oth - respondents living along the border with other counties 


Central - respondents living in the central part of the county 
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Table II-17 


LOCATION 


NORFOLK 


Central 


HALDIMAND 


Central 


SAMPLE 


Attitudes to Boundary Change by Location 


Against 


Zo 


ly 


Undecided 


Zo 


145 


ioe) 


For 


Zo 


158 


Total 
70 
100.0 
100.0 


100.0 


100.0 
100.0 


100.0 


920 


' 
as ee 


—_ 


=. | 1204 boii” hy ne 


OG . tea oa Oy 

DO - £.08 gid) bade 

0.001 re’ $.0) c OF (ative d 

GAME 8 2 eM bade _ 

0.00) #8.e ti 0.88 | _ 
iy Oth 


(re 


aye 


APPENDIX III 


OPINION RESPONSES BY MUNICIPALITY 


YIIAUOMUM YR Senna wor! 


Table III-1 General Change Scale by Municipality- Norfolk 


Municipality S* Against Neutral For Total 
Zo 2 Zo Zo 

Waterford 58 1920 8.6 72.4 100.0 
Simcoe 56 10.7 LOny 78.6 100.0 
Port Dover ol 2.0 Deo O22 100.0 
Delhi 65 92 De oll) 100.0 
Houghton 8 20.) La O2ae 100.0 
North Walsingham 9 tie. 88.9 100.0 
South Walsingham & 20 

Port Rowan Sei) L3A0 80.0 100.0 
Middleton 24 Sas 20.8 70.8 100. 0 
Windham 40 Lys 2289 60.0 100.0 
Charlotteville D2 15.4 Leas O73 100.0 
Woodhouse 21 14.3 Pes) 4622 100.0 
Townsend 38 Z2aeu/ 18.4 eo 100.0 
OVERALL Der: 129 74.4 100.0 
SAMPLE 56 7, 329 442 


* S =sample by municipality 
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Table IIIl-2 General Change Scale by Municipality - Haldimand 
Municipality oo Against Neutral For Rests 
Zo Zo Zo Zo 
Caledonia 82 toe (a O7et 100.0 
Dunnville 36 Op ee) 132.9 elie, 100.0 
Jarvis 18 38.9 14.0 38.9 100.9 
Hagersville 43 230 14.0 62.8 100.0 
Cayuga 65 41.5 eiaes) 44.6 100.0 
Walpole 85 ls) 12.9 69.4 100.0 
Oneida 48 35.4 LO, 47.9 100.0 
Rainham 26 22) | 15.4 6.5 100.0 
Seneca 32 46.9 21,9 aly. 2 100.0 
North Cayuga 14 2.9 21.4 42.9 100.0 
South Cayuga 15 26.7, Ae 46.7 100.0 
Dunn 3 100.0 100.0 
Canborough 8 S2.a 25.0 oD 100.0 
Moulton & Sherbrooke 29,6 29.6 40.7 100.0 
27 
OV ERALL Pe hees) 16.9 Don 100.0 
SAMPLE 138 85 279 502 


* S = sample by municipality 
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Table III-3 Boundary Change Scale by Municipality - Norfolk 


a 


Municipality S* Against Neutral For TOTAL 
Zo Zo Zo Zo 
Waterford 62 45.2 amet oA 100.0 
Simcoe 50 50.0 10.0 40.0 100.0 
Port Dover 46 1956 320 67.4 100. 0 
Delhi 64 48.4 23.4 25a) 100.0 
Houghton 8 O22) PRO) 1225 100.0 
North Walsingham 9 DOs 66.7 100.0 
South Walsingham 17 
Port Rowan 29.4 23), 3 47.1 100.0 
Middleton 24 Da). o eae. one 100.0 
Windham 4] ole 2 24.4 24.4 100.0 
Charlotteville 48 90.0 ie) SNe) 100.0 
Woodhouse 20 50.0 2570 ZonU 100.0 
Townsend 37 64.9 8.1 2) 100.0 
OVERALL 46.7 16.4 BO. 9 100.0 
SAMPLE 199 70 LSy, 426 


*S = sample by municipality 
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Table IlI-4 Boundary Change Scale by Municipality - Haldimand 


Municipality Si Against Neutral Inve TOTAL 
Z Zo Z Zo 
Caledonia 83 50. 6 22.9 26.5 100.0 
Dunville oS 54.5 aoe, ad a 100.0 
Jarvis 28 8370 LGY/ 100.0 
Hagersville 40 60.0 10.0 30.0 100.0 
Cayuga 62 71.0 14.5 14.5 100. 0 
Walpole 83 54.2 18.1 2427 100.0 
Oneida 50 66.0 10.0 24.0 100.0 
Rainham 24 sisi) 20.8 20.8 100.0 
Seneca 34 88. 2 Spe. Deo 100.0 
North Cayuga 14 78.6 14,3 leg 100.0 
South Cayuga 14 Pane) ea 100.0 
Dunn 2 100.0 100.0 
Canborough 8 100.0 100.0 
Moulton & Sherbrooke 25 20 1220 16.0 100.0 
OVERALL 64.7 ikea 20 a2 100.0 


SAMPLE Oe, 74 oe) 490 
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Table MIII-5 


Municipality 


Waterford 

Simcoe 

Port Dover 

Delhi 

Houghton 

North Walsingham 


South Walsingham & 
Port Rowan 


Middleton 
Windham 
Charlotteville 
Woodhouse 
Townsend 


OV ERALL 


SAMPLE 


Strongly For General Change by Municipality - 


Norfolk 
St No 
Zo 
58 47/2. 
BO fo. 
ol 49, 
65 64. 
8 100. 
9 «88. 
20 
80. 
24 =58. 
4082. 
32,07. 
Zi BL. 
30° 278; 
G7e 
300 


*S = sample by municipality 
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Table III-6 Strongly for General Change by Municipality - 


Haldimand 
Municipality S* No Yes Total 
Zo 0 Zo 

Caledonia 82 Tie 20a 100.0 
Dunnville 36 80.6 19.4 100. 0 
Jarvis 18 88.9 Tele 100.0 
Hagersville 43 81.4 18.6 100.0 
Cayuga 65 03:6 One 100.0 
Walpole 85 1025 AG bo) 100.0 
Oneida 48 Chaya te 4.2 100.0 
Rainham 26 96.2 3.8 100.0 
Seneca 32 96.9 aAl 100.0 
North Cayuga 14 85.17 14.3 100.0 
South Cayuga 15 100.0 100.0 
Dunn 3 100.0 100.0 
Canborough 8 100.0 100.0 
Moulton & Sherbrooke 88.9 Blisl 100.0 
OVERALL ss 86.7 el 100.0 
SAMPLE 435 67 502 


* S =sample by municipality 
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Table III-7 Strongly Against Boundary Change by Municipality 


Norfolk 

Municipality S* No Yes LOW AL 

| vA A yA 
Waterford 62 Soee 14.5 100.0 
Simcoe 50 92.0 8.0 100. 0 
Port Dover 46 VU 97S De 100. 0 
Delhi 64 96.9 anil 100.0 
Houghton Sie fon O Zon 100.0 
North Walsingham 9 100.0 100.0 
South Walsingham & 17 
Port Rowan 100.0 100.0 
Middleton 24 100.0 100.0 
Windham 41 78.0 22,0) 100.0 
Charlotteville 48 87.5 12.0 100.0 
Woodhouse 20 95.0 520 100.0 
Townsend 37) 95-7, 24.3 100.0 
OVERALL 89.9 LO 100.0 
SAMPLE 383 43 426 


* S = sample by municipality 
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Table Il-8 Strongly Against Boundary Change by Municipality - 


Haldimand 

Municipality 5a No Yes TODA 

Zo Zo Zo 
Caledonia 83 88.0 12:0 100.0 
Dunnville 33 93.9 Onl 100.0 
Jarvis 18 Bone iMevew 100.0 
Hagersville 40 O2a0 qo 100.0 
Cayuga 62 83.9 16.1 100.0 
Walpole 83 88.0 1220 100.0 
Oneida 50 78.0 227.0) 100.0 
Rainham 24 70.8 29.2 100.0 
Seneca 34 70.6 29.4 100.0 
North Cayuga 14 Vad bee | 28.6 100.0 
South Cayuga 14 71.4 28.6 100.0 
Dunn 2 100.0 100.0 
Canborough 8 73.0 2540 100.0 
Moulton & Sherbrooke 80.0 20.0 100.0 
OVE LR Atl 2 Boro 1Qx5 100.0 
SAMPLE 409 81 490 


* S =sample by municipality 
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Table [II-9 
Norfolk 


Political Participation by Municipality - 


eee ee 


Municipality Se ee High Medium Low AEA W 
Zo Z Zo Zo 
Waterford 73 Veg) 27.4 | teea 100.0 
Simcoe 64 60.9 23.1 tO 100.0 
Port Dover 58 60.3 34.5 Be 100.0 
Delhi 73 53.4 Sod, 6.8 100.0 
Houghton 9 44,4 aoc 2272 100.0 
North Walsingham 12 50.0 see iRsre%s 100.0 
South Walsingham & 20 
Port Rowan 50.0 20.0 202.0 100.0 
Middleton 26.5) 4253 46.2 ikile-fs) 100.0 
Windham 4Seae O0s0 20.0 20.0 100.0 
Charlotteville 547 33:7 25.9 20.4 100.0 
Woodhouse 244 8.0275 DAS heap oa, 100.0 
Townsend 43 60.5 14.0 2080 100.0 
OVERALL 50m ea 14.2 100.0 
SAMPLE 284 146 71 501 


* S = sample by municipality 
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Table III-10 


Haldimand 

Municipality S* High Medium Low OTA 

0 Q Zo % 
Caledonia 101 Sp} 26.7 Ne 100. 
Dunnville ay) 39. Sere) oO: } 100. 
Jarvis 22 50. 45,9 4.5 100. 
Hagersville oe) 50. 36.4 Vay, 100. 
Cayuga 80 40. Be Sey 100. 
Walpole 97 D0: Joel Se 100. 
Oneida 50 50. 25.0 2220 100. 
Rainham 32 eile Aad, Zon) 100. 
Seneca oF 43. sha zie 6 100. 
North Cayuga 18 66. Dove 100. 
South Cayuga 17 17. 64.7 L726 100. 
Dunn 3 66. SOn0 100. 
Canborough Lt 45. 54.5 100. 
Moulton & Sherbrooke oe 45.2 shee 100. 
OVERALL * 48. 39.8 C22 100. 
SAMPLE 294 244 Us) 613 


* S = sample by municipality 
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Table III-11 Political Participation by Municipality - 
Adjacent Area 


Municipality S* High Medium Low TOTAL 
Zo Zo Zo Zo 
Tillsonburg ve) Son 40.3 24.7 100.0 
Bayham 69 18.8 56m) 24.6 100.0 
South Norwich a2 43.7 43.7 12.5 100.0 
Oakland 62 41.9 37 2120 100.0 
Glanford 21 Sosa 47.6 14.3 100.0 
Wainfleet 70 D229 34.3 L2n9 100.0 
OVERALL 37.4 42.1 20e5 100.0 
SAMPLE 126 142 69 OOF 


* S = sample by municipality 


00 
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Vabie elllzh2 


Municipality oF Low 
Waterford se, LO} 
Simcoe 60 11 

Port Dover 53 ES: 
Delhi 65 ve 
Houghton 9 Boe 


North Walsingham 9 aor 


South Walsingham & 16 


Port Rowan 18. 
Middleton US) 8. 
Windham 38 23% 
Charlotteville 42 sale 
Woodhouse 2a Ze 
Townsend Pe 12 
OVERALL Loe 
SAMPLE 59 
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Table lite138 Political Efficacy by Municipality - Haldimand 


—_ee_eeee—————————— 


Municipality my Low Medium High TOTAL 
2 Zo Zo Zo 
Caledonia 80 10.0 48.7 41.2 100.0 
Dunnville 50 22.16) 62.0 16.0 100.0 
Jarvis 19 2 Bagg o246 200 100.0 
Hagersville 44 11,4 47.7 40.9 100.0 
Cayuga 68 UD e2 Don? 20.9 100.0 
Walpole 87 T2n0 41.4 46.0 100.0 
Oneida 43 ree 62.8 SiO pe 100. 0 
Rainham 18 Bowed 2Ou0 Lil 100.0 
Seneca 29 13.8 72.4 leone: 100.0 
North Cayuga 14 21.4 gone 42.9 100.0 
South Cayuga 14 42.9 90.0 lip 100.0 
Dunn 2 50.0 50.0 100.0 
Canborough 8 te 50.0 he. 100.0 
Moulton & Sherbrooke 15.4 50.0 34.6 100.0 
26 
OVERALL 14.9 3274 SUG Th 100. 0 
SAMPLE 15 263 164 502 


* S = sample by municipality 
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Table "]]j-14 Mean Scores on General Change Scale by 


Municipality (Scale 1-9) 
NORFOLK HALDIMAND 
Municipality Scale Municipality Scale 
Waterford (ayes) Caledonia Oy. 
Simcoe 6.8 Dunnville 5) 
Port Dover daa Jarvis S) 
Delhi 6.8 Hagersville 6. 
Houghton ae) Cayuga oe 
North Walsingham GPS Walpole 6. 
South Walsingham & 6.6 Oneida Ds 
Port Rowan 

Middleton 0 Rainham Be 
Windham eg Seneca 4, 
Charlotteville 6.4 North Cayuga By 
Woodhouse 6.4 South Cayuga e. 
Townsend oe / Dunn 6. 

Canborough 4, 

Moulton & ae 


Sherbrooke 
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Table IlI-195 


NORFOLK 


Municipality 


Waterford 

Simcoe 

Port Dover 

Delhi 

Houghton 

North WalSingham 

South Walsingham 
Port Rowan 

Middleton 

Windham 

Charlotteville 


Woodhouse 


Townsend 


Mean Scores on Boundary Change Scale by 
Municipality 


(Scale 1 - 9) 


HAL DIMAND 


Municipality 


Caledonia 
Dunnville 
Jarvis 
Hagersville 
Cayuga 
Walpole 
Oneida 
Rainham 
Seneca 
North Cayuga 
South Cayuga 
Dunn 
Canborough 


Moulton & 
Sherbrooke 
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Table IlII- 16 Mean Scores on Local-Cosmopolitan Scale by 


Municipality (Scale 2 - 10) 
NORFOLK HAL DIMAND 
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APPENDIX IV 


OPINION RESPONSES BY COUNTY - URBAN-RURAL 
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Table IV-1 General Change Scale by County - Urban-Rural 
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Table [V-2 Strongly For General Change by County - 
Urban-Rural 
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Table IV-3 Boundary Change Scale by County - Urban-Rural 
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Table IV-4 Strongly Against Boundary Change by County - 
Urban-Rural 


NORFOLK HALDIMAND ADJACENT 
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Table IV-5 Local-Cosmopolitan Scaie by County - 
Urban-Rural 


NORFOLK HALDIMAND ~~ ADJACENT 
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Table |v-6 Political Participation by County - Urban-Rural 
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able eV a7 Political Efficacy by County - Urban-Rural 


NORFOLK HALDIMAND ADJACENT 
Scale Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural Overall 
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22. Effective planning for the future of your community 
requires collaboration with adjacent communities 
and municipalities. 


RESPONSE 


Agree Strongly 
Agree Slightly 
Disagree Slightly 
Disagree Strongly 


LOA 


SUMMARY 
Agree 
Disagree 


OVA 


SAMPLE 


NORFOLK HAL DIMAND 
Urban Rural Urban Rural 


o) 0) 0 2 


OO y2 eto ly mers oe ak.) 
Ole se oedon obese ae, / 
3.4 ee Le 
pp | ACEO Ale a 5 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Jie boro, 7010 747A 
id Oh 20) Wolpe Aa he ae OI Ee al 6 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
209 229 285 281 


ADJACENT 
Urban Rural 
Zo Z 
Se? eet 
Sve ono 
DESO om 
asdn le 5 
100.0 100.0 
85.4 89.6 
l4aG.- LOTS 
100.0 100.0 
82 241 


HG SS 


Overall 


Zo 
46.3 


oOn7 


100.0 


83.1 


16.9 


100.0 


roy 7, 


. 
a 
CwaiRO>. Glo ie ote: a oo Ne) Tond ($e 7 
SSiliguntmes Prwjhe tiwwashondeiios Gree 
eileqizinearbaa of 


_ 
n 
> —_ 


“a JRIGA CA ARE.: Myo 


; a 
: ~) fiewowe ewe get") lew) ; fe tags ieMOtes H 
; eto a , : as am is 7 _ 


b 


— 


- 
: » SG Ose eae tee @tgnoeineel 
. ne 
ws 7), tyr yore Boy voigie oa 


vt efile srgAnek) 


SS 


Us : en : v'gnoi? samyae a 
i 0 } ' ci] j 7 , ‘V ™ 7 Tyr 


106. 


23. Joining many small boroughs and townships into an 
area-wide government is a good way to meet the 
costs of future development. 


NORFOLK HALDIMAND = ADJACENT 


RESPONSE Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural Overall 
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24. Collaboration with other municipalities is a good way 
for everyone to attain fair shares in the future growth 
of the area. 


NORFOLK HALDIMAND = ADJACENT 


RESPONSE Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural Overall 
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25. On the whole, municipal government has lost most 
of its usefulness. 


NORFOLK HALDIMAND = ADJACENT 


RESPONSE Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural Overall 
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26. Municipal government should be given more control 
over local affairs. 


NORFOLK HALDIMAND = ADJACENT 


RESPONSE Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural Overall 
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27 (a) Rank by first importance 
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Diana) How important to you are the existing county boundaries? 


NORFOLK HALDIMAND ADJACENT 
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28. Do you think your interests and those of your community 
would be best served by (choose 1); 


a) The existing county and township boundaries as they 
are now. 


b) The re-organization of towns, villages and townships 
So that each county would be organized into 4 or 5 
larger municipalities. 


c) The re-organization of county as well as local boundaries 
in all the Norfolk/Haldimand area. 
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29. To meet changing circumstances in the area, the system 
of county and local government needs 


a) little or no change 
b) moderate change 


c) substantial change. 
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APPENDIX V 


OPINION RESPONSES BY EDUCATION 


Table V-1 General Change Scale by Education 
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2 Zo Zo Zo 
No 82297 Wie: 65.8 vers 
Yes es A288 34,2 24.4 
SHO MBN 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SAMPLE 173 794 257 1,224 


: o - va 
a 
| ia " if - 7 os 
ro 
ad 


—<ael aa 


‘ie Tye ogee lerored sat eae 


Table V-3 Boundary Change Scale by Education 


Post - 


Scale Elemen- = Secon- Secon - Overall 
tary dary dary 
6 Zo Zo Zo 
1 Doe 1126 ale) 12a) 
Z she 1 a 8.6 10.4 
a 2053 13.8 eS) ES 
4 bono 14.6 Neate’ Lone 
5 12,0 16.8 1.0 ee) 
6 P20 at 14.3 1352 
a 7-6 pet) Loo 1Oy2 
8 0.6 5.4 4.9 4.6 
2) Zea Mast 4.9 3.0 
FOR rire ee 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 
Against Coa Davo 44,7 OoeL 
Undecided 12.0 16.8 1520 foe 
For 22.8 2959 39.8 SLO 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 158 766 244 1,168 
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Table V-4 Strongly Against Boundary Change by Education 


Post- 


RESPONSE Elemen- Secon- Secon- Overall 
tary dary dary 
2 Zo 
Yes Pile 0 IG 6.6 i201 
No iets 88.4 93.4 87.9 


OPA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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Table V-5 Local-Cosmopolitan Scale by Education 


Post- 


Scale Elemen- Secon- Secon- Overall 
tary dary dary 
6 2 Zo Zo 
OSM LITAN 
2 0.4 0.4 Oso 
3 lx 4 3.4 i: .6 
4 Ley, 4,2 On 7. >. 0 
3) 4.0 eZ 20.6 28 
6 10.2 19.6 20.6 18.4 
y/ 16.4 19.6 26.2 20.6 
8 277 23.9 Tat 221 
9 26.6 teas) a5 14.7 
10 T2256 abe, ie 4.4 
LOCAL 
TOTAE 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 77 787 267 lel 
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Table V-6 


Political Participation Scale by Education 


Post- 


Scale 


Overall 


en Sree ee ee 


High 
Medium 
Low 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 


Elemen- Secon- Secon- 
tary dary dary 
40.3 47.6 5827 
48.8 34.8 29.9 
10.9 LA6 11.4 
100.0 100.0 100.0 
248 886 298 
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Table V-7 


Political Efficacy Scale by Education 


Post- 


Scale 


PEAS? 


MOST 


TOTAL 


SUMMARY 
Low 
Medium 
High 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 


Elemen- 
tary 


Zo 


199 


Secon- 
dary 


Zo 


LOO= 0 


Neojod 
94.3 


=U pg 


100.0 


724 


Secon- 
dary 


Zo 


Om 


56. 4 


100.0 


280 
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yo ie 


24.9 
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as Effective planning for the future of your community 
requires collaboration with adjacent communities and 
municipalities. 


Post- 


RESPONSE Elemen- Secon- Secon- Overall 
tary dary dary 
7 7 7 7 

Agree Strongly See) 44,3 60.8 46.8 
Agree Slightly 37.0 Boao) Zour 36.7 
Disagree Slightly 10.0 roe! 6x3 Ore 
Disagree Strongly lbp 6.4 4.2 Tiss 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 

Agree 74.9 Sons sO 83.4 

Disagree Zot iif Fake) On 1676 
TOTAL 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE Zt 861 286 15308 
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23. Joining many small boroughs and townships into an 
area-wide government is a good way to meet the 
costs of future development. 


RESPONSE Elemen- Sécon- aes. Overall 
tary dary dary 
Zo Zo Zo 

Agree Strongly 19.8 170 16.8 17.4 
Agree Slightly 27.4 gol Creel owe 
Disagree Slightly 15.6 23.4 224) 210 
Disagree Strongly Loi) aZ0N 5 220) Mahe A 
COMA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 

Agree 47.2 AOL 55.4 507 

Disagree 52.5 Ae. 44.6 49.3 
ATE 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE ZL2 852 280 1,344 
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24. Collaboration with other municipalities is a good 
way for everyone to attain fair shares in the future 
growth of the area. 


Post- 


RESPONSE Eléméen- ~~ Secon- Secon- Overall 
tary dary dary 
6 , Zo Zo 

Agree Strongly Palle) 06 hikes / ay a 25.0 
Agree Slightly 44.5 44.0 44.4 44.2 
Disagree Slightly eye) Neoteo) 18.6 Riera 
Disagree Strongly 20a bo. 2 ae was 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 

Agree 66.0 66.3 74.2 O78 

Disagree 34.0 Done 2000 poeek 
LOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 209 855 Lio 1.343 
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25. On the whole, municipal government has lost most 
of its usefulness. 


Post- 
RESPONSE Elemen-  Secon- Secon- Overall 
tary dary dary 
6 Zo 2 2 
Agree 43.2 a ae. 25,0 Sel 
Disagree 56.8 68.5 74.4 G75? 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 213 ooh. 285 jhe 


tegr) tao) aed anernrs ovo lacisinuer . otordw ort a 
epee ath4o 


— cn a 7 
arora re a 
| fersvG Nuts? 7 ceerrat : 
sats a) : ; 1 


I ny 
L 


26. Municipal government should be given more control 
over local affairs. 


Post- 


RESPONSE Elemen- Secon- Secon- Overall 
tary dary dary 
Zo Zo Zo 
Agree 81.8 TES Foeg Ljmeee 
Disagree [dein 4 22D 26.8 228 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 203 840 284 Loe) 
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27.(a) Rank by first importance 


Urban Rural 

My township 

My closest village 
My county 
Province of Ontario 


My village or town 
My county town 

My county 
Province of Ontario 


URBAN 
Post- 
RESPONSE Elemen- sSecon- Secon- Overall 
tary dary dary 
6 6 Zo Zo 
Town 68.7 Go.) 64.2 ae 
County Town BA0 | 4.0 2H 
County 19.4 Wad L356 10.2 
Province 2.0 bs. 6 18.2 15: 6 
LOUVAU 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 
RURAL 
Township Boao od ay 45.1 51.9 
Closest Village B1y..0 ip. Z DS. 7 17.8 
County 16.5 9.6 15.4 Ly 
Province 13s 2 1s) 20,..9 LS97 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SAMPLE - Urban 67 424 176 667 
Rural 91 B70 91 Oo”, 
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27.(b) How important to you are the existing county 


boundaries? 
eo 
RESPONSE Elemen- sSecon- Secon- Overall 

tary dary dary 
0 0 0 

Very Important 43.7 20a Pal 30. 4 
Slightly Important [hse 2.0 22, orn 
Not Very Important 2a, 30.5 yee: 30.0 
Not Important At All Ee? 14.7 22.4 _lo8 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 

Important 62.6 54.8 45.8 54.2 

Not Important 37.4 AD ez 54.2 740. 8 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE nee, 862 286 io 
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28. Do you think your interests and those of your community 
would be best served by (choose 1); 


a) The existing county and township boundaries as they 
are now. 


b) The re-organization of towns, villages and townships 
so that each county would be organized into 4 or 5 
larger municipalities 


c) The re-organization of county as well as local 
boundaries in all the Norfolk/Haldimand area. 


Post- 
RESPONSE Elemen- Secon- Secon- Overall 
tary dary dary 
Zo G Z Zo 
A) Existing Tete ae hal 41.2 shore 
B) Re-Organization 1. 14.1 1925 one | 21.4 
C) Re-Organization 2. Sie 21.4 2ou7 PAO ys: 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 192 824 257 tes eo 
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29. To meet changing circumstances in the area, the 
system of county and local government needs: 
a) little or no change 
b) moderate change 
c) substantial change 
Post- 
RESPONSE Blemen- Sécon- Secon- 
Zo 6 Zo 
A) little pO.7 19.4 heal 
B) moderate 49.8 54.9 60.6 
C) substantial 213:5 ere S0n0 
LAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SAMPLE 215 851 274 
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APPENDIX VI 


OPINION RESPONSES BY AGE 


ih Vl 24éMUGES A BOO 


Table VI-1 General Change Scale by Age 


AGE 


Scale =19 20-39 40-59 60+ Overall 
SCS a" 42-7] 4@ 
tf 0.8 Pap yao, 220 2.4 
2 0.8 DEN 3.6 oe tl oa) 
3 4.9 Oa. 6.2 cigg| 5.4 
4 Ws: We) 8.4 aril ee 
5 Nsyae) 14.2 16.4 ieee Seo 
6 ZOD ZOLs 18.4 Lovee) pea 
i 24.6 OH vas) 19.9 Liege 20E3 
8 9.8 16.6 14.5 L622) 1459 
9 Spe oF! 10.0 LOat oT) 
FOR Rueers ce eae es Se eet 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 
Against 18.0 1359 212 PANE Ae) 
Undecided L529 14.2 16.4 Loe 
For oped EOye 62.4 0677 7 Gu 
AHO AW NB 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 122 429 980 9? Pi2a0 
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Table VI-2 Strongly For General Change by Age 
AGE 
RESPONSE -19 202239 40-59 60+ Overall 
Zo Zo Zo Zo Zo 
No 220) 74.4 IBLE) Pose. 7008 
Yes 18.0 15.6 24.5 26.2 24.4 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 
SAMPLE rou 429 580 ay) 13250 
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Table VI-3 Boundary Change Scale by Age 
=) = Sa a nC ae \ cr 
Scale -19 20-59 40-59 60+ Overall 
a 
i! 2.0 726 15.4 20780 LES9 
2 teas, Deis Lao 9.9 10.4 
3 14.2 lee 14.9 149" *V576 
4 Ib aad 19.0 14.0 Wate anes 
3) pip ee) TG.e2 14.9 LOeo.. SLaes 
6 1873 | bar, 7 10.4 Ane perce 
H ees) ono oe) 820) 10u1 
8 9.2 Dil 3.8 Zn) 4.6 
9 ‘baa vais) eRe an 3.0 
FOR fae 
TOTAL 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 
Against Soe) lel SWiane) 55, 4 0 oon 
Undecided 22.) Meh 14.9 10.9 15.8 
For A250 ea, Zia BO toes 
TOTAL 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 120 395 Dos 101 en Rye. 
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Table VI-4 Strongly Against Boundary Change by Age 


AC 


RESPONSE abe 20-39 40-59 60+ Overall 
6 Zo Zo Zo Zo 
No OFS) 92.4 84.6 ae  2o On. 
Yes 259 EAS) 15.4 ZO pk list 
OAL 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 120 295 op, 101 bl 
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Vables V1l=> Local-Cosmopolitan Scale by Age 


AGE 
Scale 20-39 40-59 60+ Overall 
6 Zo 7 % 
COSMOPOLITAN 
2 OFF Or3 
® Pee 0-7 is 
4 We) Dad 0.9 Aya 
S 15.9 10.2 Tisha) T2272 
6 2274 16.6 Vics! 18.0 
7| 18.9 IR 17.9 20.8 
8 19.8 23.9 S082 2219 
9 Viel 16.1 BOh2 1535 
10 1,4 iA aid, 427 
LOCAL Pat ae 
TOTAL, 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 434 Sie! 106 gt Bb 7: 


Table VI-6 Political Participation by Age 


AGE 


Participation 20-39 40-59 60+ Overall 
Zo A Zo Zo 
High 47.6 eu eegs 44.5 52.4 
Medium O0n2 hes 49.1 39.9 
Low BSI 38) oa 6.4 8.1 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 479 687 big lags Ses. 


L384 


Tables Vl-7 Political Efficacy by Age 


AGE 


Scale 20-39 40-59 60+ Overall 
| 6 2 % 
BeAs |i 
0 eA 155.6 24.4 Los 
1 21.4 26.9 Se i 252 
2 Yates 24ee Pesos) 24.9 
3 26.9 22D 16.5 24.0 
4 i3ao L055 Saal ety) 
MOST 
TOTAL 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 
Low 12.4 15.6 24.4 toro 
Medium 47.2 51.0 55.9 Bea. 
High 40.4 20.4 19.7 34.6 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 458 629 127 1,214 
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22. Effective planning for the future of your community 
requires collaboration with adjacent communities and 
municipalities. 


aia tis ena eet ae ae AC te 


RESPONSE -19 20239 40-59 60+ Overall 
6 Zo Zo Zo Zo 

Agree Strongly 41.4 48.1 47.1 42.5 46.5 
Agree Slightly 43.0 3/6 Goa So. 1 SOO. S 
Disagree Slightly NP oe2 ee i> one 
Disagree Strongly booed 5.4 ee 10.4 les 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 

Agree 84.4 85.6 82.6 Td O. So 
Disagree 15.6 14.4 17.4 eee A Gal 
LO RAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 128 466 643 134 Lael 
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23. Joining many small boroughs and townships into an 
area-wide government is a good way to meet the 
costs of future development. 


AGE 


RESPONSE “19 20-29 40-59 60+ Overall 
Z a 6 

Agree Strongly LZ Lee} 16.8 ZU; 45 a5 
Agree Slightly 48.0 36.4 oo 29 a0 
Disagree Slightly 14.4 PhS, 21.4 14.6 21.6 
Disagree Strongly 18.4 20.4 Wate eo” 274 
TOTAL 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 

Agree 67 42 =he t 46.1 50.4 5b.0 
Disagree a pabie: 46.3 OE hy 49.0 49.0 
OTA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 23 456 644 137 1302 
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24. Collaboration with other municipalities is a good way 


for everyone to attain fair shares in the future growth 


of the area. 


141. 


AGE 
RESPONSE -19 20-39 40-59 60+ Overall 
6 Zo Zo Zo Zo 

Agree Strongly bons IEA) Zon ZOvar M2ae 
Agree Slightly 45.7 AZ. 42.7 40.2 44.2 
Disagree Slightly 22,0 18,7 16.4 Wes VAN? 8 
Disagree Strongly LORo 1G as) Lous oe la 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 

Agree 61.4 69.9 G70 66.9 67.9 
Disagree 38.6 mou al, 32.1 DOAL wee 
JEONULVE 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SAMPLE 127 459 647 127 1, 360 
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25% On the whole, municipal government has lost most 


of its usefulness. 


RESPONSE 


Agree 


Disagree 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 


=19 


126 


20539 


447 


AGE 


40-59 


0) 


Pa: 


LO x? 


100.0 


645 


60+ Overall 


0 Zo 
Aided 3292 
5738 67.8 
100.0 100.0 
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26. Municipal government should be given more control 
over local affairs. 


AGE 


RESPONSE -19 20-39 40-59 60+ Overall 
J Zo % % % 
Agree el: 76.0 Ono CO SG Te 
Disagree 29.9 24.0 21.4 Pie Day spe! 
Oo TAI 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 127 445 641 Ne) 1,342 
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27.(a) Rank by first importance 


Urban Rural 
My village or town My township 
My county town My closest village 
My county My county 
Province of Ontario. Province of Ontario 
URBAN 
AGE 

RESPONSE -19 20-39 40-59 60+ Overall 

6 Zo 2 Zo 
Town Syer ae! 61/7 1820 3.0 “Zlay 
County Town 4.0 D9 Deal, Zech 
County | Brea 14.9 6.8 41>, = 1051 
Province 24.4 19.4 12.6 9.0 1575 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
RURAL 
Township 5728 48.7 Sout 72a 1.6 
Closest Village AS ey 2Led 14.6 S70) Loed 
County Wye Norte: 12.4 420° AL 
Province Slee [5.9 light) Bie bo 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SAMPLE - Urban 4] 248 309 Zo 671 


Rural 82 189 267 24 562 
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27.(b) | How important to you are the existing county boundaries? 


AGE 


RESPONSE =)8) 20-39 40-59 60+ Overall 
Zo 0 Z Zo Zo 

Very Important Logs 24.9 300 352.5 -305D 
Slightly Important Bie 2 24.7 Loy leeweeseO 
Not Very Important Bony, Ne pe) 2085 2 Oe U 
Not Important At All _ 26.4 Wee Leo 1625. 21528 
TOPA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 

Important 38.0 OU 60. 2 94.0 54.2 
Not Important 62.0 49.8 Bebe) 4670) 4508 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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28. Do you think your interests and those of your community 
would be best served by (choose 1): 


a) The existing county and township boundaries as they 
are now 


b) The re-organization of towns, villages and townships 
so that each county would be organized into 4 or 5 
larger municipalities 


c) The re-organization of county as well as local 
boundaries in all the Norfolk/Haldimand area. 


AGE 


RESPONSE -19 20-39 40-59 60+ Overall 
% 0) 0) % % 

a) Existing er! 53.4 60.7 69.4 58.4 

b) Re-organization # 1 Zane woe Ses: Zee 2h 

c) Re-organization # 2 2247) 21.4 19.5 Reo 8 

TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 128 421 606 124 L279 
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29. To meet changing circumstances in the area, the 
system of county and local government needs: 


a) little or no change 
b) moderate change 


c) substantial change 


AGE 
RESPONSE -19 20-39 40-59 60+ Overall 
0 Zo Zo Zo 
a) Little Vat 14.8 Pale) B0n0) 202 
b) Moderate S2u0 54.6 DGc0 ASEO | SO. 
c) Substantial 33:0 30.6 19.6 1975 «24.6 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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APPENDIX VII 


OPINION RESPONSES BY POLITICAL PARTICIPATION 
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Table VII-1 General Change Scale by Political Participation 


PARTICIPATION 


Scale High Medium Low Overall 
AGAINST : A a : 
1 nu 2a Oh, Phage 
2 abl oh jad on 
Bs] Dire Grek Ad Bie 
4 Ue 8.4 9.0 See 
5 14,2 | fight kaye, sale 
6 ES 21.1 2 eh 20.3 
7 20.4 19.4 24.3 2007 
8 LOnS [223 16.4 15,0 
2 LO57 8.6 629 9.4 
FOR Pts eee 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 
Against tou PM) 125.1 2 
Undecided 14.2 bene! yee oval 
For eO057 Ole 78.0 moa: 7 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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Table VII-2 Strongly For General Change by Political 
Participation 
PARTICIPA TION 
RESPONSE High Medium Low Overall 
Z Zo Ze Zo 

No 13.0 ioe) 69.2 74.9 
Yes Zi 20.9 30.8 Zou 
TOVAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 607 406 91 1,104 
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Table Vil-3 Boundary Change Scale by Political Participation 


PARTICIPATION 
Scale High Medium Low Overall 
Z Zo Zo Zo 
AGAINST os 
1 Lore 10.6 4,1 cael 
2s 10.9 ii Rate) elit: 10.4 
5 12.8 20.4 Loe bor? 
4 16.6 ToeL lao 15.4 
2 hehe) 14.4 Lect Loe 
6 ee 12.6 1Os3 1330 
] Oe 8.6 158 oe 
8 4.1 sas, 7.0 4.4 
9 sl Ina News a.) 
FOR ae iS eat 
TOMALs 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 
Against aonG a7 0 le ae 55.4 
Undecided 1529 14.1 We 15.0 
For 25.0 28.0 48.6 29.6 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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Tapie) Vil-4 Strongly Against Boundary Change by Political 
Participation 


PARTICIPATION 


RESPONSE High Medium Low Overall 
Z Zo Zo Zo 

Ves 132 ORG 4.] hee 

No 84.5 89.4 95.9 87.9 


TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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Table VII-5 Local-Cosmopolitan Scale by Political 
Participation 
PARTICIPA TION 
Scale High Medium Low Overall 
6 Zo Zo Zo 
MOPOLITAN 
2 0.3 Lod Sees 
3 Ae 0.2 4.8 L,.6 
+ 4.4 2.9 11.3 onl 
S 2.2 Oo Lo. 7 12.3 
6 iy! L300 2159 13.3 
y 20.8 21.0 sR es PAD gy 
8 ee Pike Wey 22.4 
2) oS) eo oa, 14.9 
10 2-0 oO. 2 2.7 4.6 
LOCAL Sie Mec aes 
LOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SAMPLE 607 415 186 1,208 
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Table VII-6 Political Efficacy Scale by Political Participation 


ARTICIPA TION 


Scale High Medium Low Overall 
: 6 6 % Zo 
eam 11.6 19.6 22.9 15.5 
1 Dow PAS eal 17.7 Zoid 
2 200.0 295.9 VOos 24.8 
3 20 19.6 26.0 230 
4 14.2 Ded 14.6 10 
MOST ears 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 
Low Dee 19.6 22°59 (ayaa 
Medium 48.3 Don0 La 49.9 
High 40.1 25.4 40. 6 34.6 


TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 664 453 96 1,26 
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22, Effective planning for the future of your community 
requires collaboration with adjacent communities 
and municipalities. 


PARTICIPA TION 


RESPONSE 


Agree Strongly 
Agree Slightly 
Disagree Slightly 
Disagree Strongly 


TOTAL 


SUMMARY 
Agree 
Disagree 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 


High 


590.9 


0.73 


664 


Medium 


474 


Low 


100.0 


100 


Overall 


Zo 
46.8 
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2a Joining many small boroughs and townships into an 
area-wide government is a good way to meet the 
costs of future development. 


a ss  PARTICIPALION = °°  ~ 
RESPONSE High Medium Low Overall 
6 Zo 2 
Agree Strongly Eoal LS. 24.2 Lie 6 
Agree Slightly es 30.0 43.2 Seat 
Disagree Slightly 216 Zou 14.7 22.4 
Disagree Strongly obs 26.6 ee 28.3 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 
Agree 47.4 48.3 67.4 49.3 
Disagree i o2e0 Slay 32.6 sB097 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 663 470 oD L226 
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24. Collaboration with other municipalities is a good way 
for everyone to attain fair shares in the future growth 
of the area. 


PARTICIPATION 


RESPONSE High Medium Low Overall 
0 0 % Zo 

Agree Strongly 2062 23.4 24.0 24.4 
Agree Slightly 44,2 43.2 49.0 44,2 
Disagree Slightly 16.0 20.0 13.0 2 
Disagree Strongly 14.6 13.4 14.0 14.1 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 

Agree 69.4 66.6 73.0 68.6 
Disagree 30.6 33.4 27.0 _31.4 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 663 461 100 1,224 
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25. On the whole, municipal government has lost most 
of its usefulness. 


PARTICIPA TION 


RESPONSE High Medium Low Overall 
6 6 Zo 2 
Agree 29.6 34.3 vias o230 
Disagree 70.4 (ae hog 62.4 68.0 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 663 461 93 2d 
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26. Municipal government should be given more control 
over local affairs. 


PARTICIPATION 


RESPONSE High Medium Low Overall 
Zo Zo Zo Zo 
Agree 80. 4 74.9 78.9 Towe 
Disagree 19.6 Zap i 2125 21.8 
TOTAL 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 
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27.) Rank by first importance 


Urban Rural 
My village or town My township 
My county town My closest village 
My county My county 
Province of Ontario Province of Ontario 
URBAN 

PARTICIPA TION 
RESPONSE High Medium Low Overall 

0 Zo Z 

Town 71.4 7A SO 60.0 ips 
County Town a), Lae LOO ed 
County DEG 7.4 8.0 9.6 
Province 14.3 14.4 pal) Loe) 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
RURAL 
Township eee’, 57.6 41.9 S472 
Closest Village 16:7 18.6 ae) Via2 
County oe Lies Ono a3 
Province lows 12.4 Son? 16.3 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SAMPLE - Urban 329 243 50 622 


Rural 270 177 31 478 
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Zhe) How important to you are the existing county boundaries? 


RESPONSE 


Very Important 
Slightly Important 
Not Very Important 
Not Important At All 


TOTAL 


SUMMARY 
Important 
Not Important 


LOTAL 


SAMPLE 


High 
Zo 


34.2 
Zoe. 
28.4 


ieee 


100.0 


669 


AR 


Medium 


(0) 


3250) 
24.2 
29.3 


14.5 


100.0 


475 


ION 


Low 


Zo 
19.4 


Ageo 


Dost 


98 


Overall 


Zo 
one 


200 
29.3 


14.7 


100.0 


56.0 


44.0 


100.0 
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28. Do you think your interests and those of your community 
would be best served by (choose 1): 


a) The existing county and township boundaries as they 
are now 


b) The re-organization of towns, villages and townships 
so that each county would be organized into 4 or 5 
larger municipalities 


c) The reorganization of county as well as local boundaries 
in all the Norfolk /Haldimand area. 


ns oo tson os SFARTICIPATION@-© 7" 


RESPONSE High Medium Low Overall 
0 0 6) fe) 

a) Existing oie! 65.4 seve Doe? 

b) Re-organization # 1 23.4 Wee 28.4 A Nal 

c) Re-organization # 2 21.5 foul igs ahs _20.0 

TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 


SAMPLE 619 442 81 1,142 
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29: To meet changing circumstances in the area, the system 

of county and local government needs 

a) little or no change 

b) moderate change 

c) substantial change 

PARTICIPA TION 

RESPONSE High Medium Low Overall 
coo ee a es ee 
a) Little roe 24.5 Bs) 20a 
b) Moderate rebel! Siege 43.9 Se. 
c) Substantial 2240 Pa Cae 40.8 n2sn8 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SAMPLE 252 669 288 1,209 
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APPENDIX VIII 


OPINION RESPONSES BY POLITICAL EFFICACY 
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Table, ViIII-1 General Change Scale by Political Efficacy 


EFFICACY 


Scale Low Medium High Overall 
ai Zo Zo Zo Zo 
1 Hee a0 0.8 2.4 
2 Les 3.8 2) Buk 
a 10s3 6.6 ea oe 
4 co Ll wae) Sak 
» 16.0 13.0 14.5 15.0) 
6 17no 2023 20no 20.4 
i eee eed 25.0 2059 
8 16.0 Lows el S| 
3 onal 8.8 13.4 rae) 
FOR Pata, 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 
Against Paes) ae) Site 18.9 
Undecided Wels @) 15.0 14.5 Loa 
For 62.2 _60.0 _76.3 66.1 
ORAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 202 160 706 1,068 
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Table VIII-2 


EFFICACY 


1667 


Strongly For General Change by Political Efficacy 


RESPONSE Low Medium High Overall 
Zo Zo 2 Z 

No 73.8 77.4 6920 74.8 

Yes PANE 22-0 SU 25.2 

LODAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

SAMPLE 156 932 380 1,068 
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Table VIII-3 Boundary Change Scale by Political Efficacy 


BFPICACY 
Scale Low Medium High Overall 
Zo Zo Zo Zo 
AGAINS1 
1 Poel tore isikas, 12) 
Uy 1 Lie 6.0 10.8 
3 20.0 18.1 LO Low? 
4 ie 14.5 19.0 Tomas 
9) 12.4 14.5 176 iar) 
6 1 ea Lies 14.6 Wats 
7 bie fia!) Ne st LOS 
8 258 4.4 4.4 4.2 
2 3.4 ae 2) Sra) 
FOR pommrneis 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 
Against at ie, 60.0 46.7 94.9 
Undecided 12.4 14.5 17.6 15.3 
HOE 29d 205A alten LOE, 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 145 903 364 Teor 
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Table VIII-4 


Efficacy 
EFFICACY 

RESPONSE Low Medium High 

Zo Zo 2 
No 86.9 84.3 DAES) 
Yes Lo Loe 7 Pe, 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SAMPLE 145 503 364 
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Table VIII-5 Local-Cosmopolitan Scale by Political Efficacy 
EFFICACY 
Scale Low Medium High Overall 
J % % % 
COSMOPOLITAN 
0.2 Ware Or 

3 OF2 3.4 es) 
4 On/ 2.8 8.4 4.5 
5 4.8 10.8 17.4 ihe 
6 14.5 70 20.6 18.2 
oy, 18.6 AV: 20.6 20.4 
8 20 24.2 18.9 220 
9 24.8 Lyne De0) Leo 
10 oe Si 16 4.6 

LOCAL 

TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 


SAMPLE 145 938 ee) 1,062 
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Table VIII-6 Political Participation by Political Efficacy 


EFFICACY 


Scale Low Medium High Overall 
a lal a aes (ee Se ey PT 
High 41.0 Sas 633 54.7 
Medium 47.3 41.2 27.4 Big 
Low Ble Eo. 0 mae) ae) 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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22. Effective planning for the future of your community 
requires collaboration with adjacent communities 


and municipalities. 


EFFICACY 

RESPONSE Low Medium High Overall 
Z 6 Z 

Agree Strongly Ae 42.0 D0 we 47.7 
Agree Slightly 40.3 37-0 5050) 36.4 
Disagree Slightly 11.4 10.3 Dao Bo 
Disagree Strongly ee 10.1 4.4 SS 
LO LAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 
Agree 84.1 79.6 2003 84.0 
Disagree 15.9 20.4 _9.7 —_16.0 
ORAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SAMPLE 176 583 412 (ea yal 
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IRE Joining many small boroughs and townships into an 


area-wide government is a good way to meet the costs 
of future development. 


ig2. 


EFFICACY 

RESPONSE Low Medium High Overall 

Zo 6 2 
Agree Strongly 20.8 Mee) 14.7 16.7 
Agree Slightly 34.3 28.0 3/30 32.4 
Disagree Slightly LOT: 2a 20n PAs) 
Disagree Strongly Se: 34.0 72050 _28.0 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 
Agree Doe d 44.9 O27.0 49.2 
Disagree naa? Doel 47.4 _90.8 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SAMPLE 178 574 407 Hey) 
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24. Collaboration with other municipalities is a good way 
for everyone to attain fair shares in the future growth 
of the area. 


EFFICACY 


RESPONSE Low Medium High Overall 
ena es eS ES eS ee ee 
Agree Strongly 22.4 ome Zon Zone 
Agree Slightly 44.8 40.7 50.7 44.9 
Disagree Slightly (Bae) 19.0 14.8 17.6 
Disagree Strongly wane e170 ee 1330 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 

Agree 67.2 64.0 76.2 68.8 
Disagree _ 32.8 _ 36.0 Zoo poly 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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25. Onthe whole, municipal government has lost most 


of its usefulness. 


EFFICACY 
RESPONSE Low Medium High Overall 
alee oa es ee, eel aa. an 
Agree 45.1 33.0 pats ee ea 
Disagree 54.9 67.0 76.9 68.8 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SAMPLE 164 Dae 41] 1,147 
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26. Municipal government should be given more control 


over local affairs. 


L73% 


Rete = Pen RbPPICAGY: - if 8 ss = 


RESPONSE Low Medium 
Z Z 
Agree 84.6 80.5 
Disagree 15.4 NID 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 
SAMPLE 162 564 
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27.(a) Rank by first importance 


Urban Rural 
My village or town My township 
My county town My closest village 
My county My county 
Province of Ontario Province of Ontario 
URBAN 

EFFICACY 
RESPONSE Low Medium High Overall 
emeeny sinporeint 0 ee 
Town 83.1 T7326 64.7 Taal 
County Town 1.4 PhD) Page) 236 
County 4.2 yes Eee, Sy, 
Province La 12.2 20.6 Lao 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 
RURAL 
Township 59.4 Sra) Do0 Doo! 
Closest Village Lo. [322 13.4 16.9 
County ioeZ ieee 1132 12.6 
Province 122 Loe 22.4 ie) 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SAMPLE - Urban 71 210 238 588 


Rural 74 243 134 451 
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27.(b) How important to you are the existing county boundaries? 


EFFICACY 


RESPONSE Low Medium High Overall 
a ye ee 
Very Important 38.4 SV Ate 24.6 30.6 
Slightly Important 2302 24.3 24.3 24.2 
Not Very Important Bist 20.9 oe Ong 
Not Important At All 10.7 14.3 18.0 Sloe) 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 

Important 61.6 56.9 48.9 54.8 
Not Important 38.4 43.1 moll 45.2 
OAL 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 
SAMPLE 177 Sy 411 Polos 
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28. Do you think your interests and those of your community 
would be best served by (choose 1); 


a) The existing county and township boundaries as they 
are now. 


b) The re-organization of towns, villages and townships 
so that each county would be organized into 4 or 5 
larger municipalities. 


c) The re-organization of county as well as local boundaries 
in all the Norfolk/Haldimand area. 


EFFICACY 
RESPONSE Low Medium High Overall 
0 Zo 
a) Existing O74 64.5 44,4 See, 
b) Re-organization # 1 14.1 17 £2 31.0 2130 
c) Re-organization # 2 Lao 18.3 24.6 2050 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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29. To meet changing circumstances in the area, the 
system of county and local government needs: 
a) little or no change 
b) moderate change 
c) substantial change 
EFFICACY 
RESPONSE Low Medium High 
QO Zo 
a) Little 28.9 200 9.9 
b) Moderate 50.9 oonl 60.1 
c) Substantial _20.2 B2l.0 30.0 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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APPENDIX IX 


OPINION RESPONSES BY DURATION OF RESIDENCE 
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Table. IX: -.1 Residence in Area by County - Urban-Rural 


YEARS 


S* Always 10+ -10 Overall 
7 2 2 Zo 

Norfolk - Urban 271 Late) PaaS Zeal 6.9 
Norfolk - Rural 235 too 22.4 te 16.4 
Haldimand - Urban 312 24.2 17.4 PRES AS 21°38 
Haldimand - Rural 304 28.7 14.0 1976 2u52 
Adjacent - Urban 75 4.5 4.5 oe ee! 
Adjacent - Rural 234 10:9 20.4 20.0 16.4 
OAL 1,431 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
SUMMARY 

Norfolk 506 cp eal 43.7 ZO. 35.4 
Haldimand 616 o2.9 31.4 45.2 43.0 
Adjacent 309 15.4 e245? ZBoo 216 
iO rAL, 1,431 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 
SAMPLE 603 558 270 aot 
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Wapie IX- 2 Summary - General Change by County 
by Residence in Area 


YEARS 


RESPONSE a Always 10+ -10 Overall 
0 Zo 

NORFOLK 

Against 20.0 8.6 eel 1256 

Undecided 12.9 i ee) Ba 127.8 

For Oy rihegy 86.4 74.7 
TOTAL 438 100.0 100.0 T00.0 100.0 
HALDIMAND 

Against 32.4 20.3 17.0 27.6 

Undecided es et 20. 4 8.0 L720 

For 48.8 Soe Fo<0 99.4 
TOTAL 493 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
ADJACENT 

Against 24.7 Daa) Novel i betecd 

Undecided 16.9 Py) 20.3 173 

For 58.4 71.4 69.6 Gy 
TOTAL 258 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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Table IX-3 Summary - Boundary Change by County 
by Length of Residence 


aa te me A Se 


RESPONSE SF Always 10+ -10 Overall 
Zo Zo 70 Zo 
NORFOLK aa OS Sean 
Against 52.4 44.9 Bo. © 46.6 
Undecided Lb. 9 bye 2 15, 3 16.4 
Por 3k ay a 49.2 ose l 
TOLAL 421 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
HALDIMAND 
Against oie) 66.4 39.4 64.7 
Undecided 14.3 Jz 0 a0: 9 15.4 
For 12.2 26.6 2S 19.9 
TOTAL 482 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
ADJACENT 
Against 54.2 303 8 340, 6 41.8 
Undecided lows LO; S 14.0 Les 
For 30.6 44.7 54.4 42.7 
TOTAL 232 ~=100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 


* S=sample 
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Table IX - 4 Summary - Political Efficacy by County 
by Length of Residence 


YEARS 


SCALE oy Always 10+ -10 Overall 
Zo Z Zo Zo 
SMR) Sheena i re Cee a waAr eI 
High 66.5 61.6 54.0 62.3 
Medium 2785 3049 Slee 31.9 
Low 6.0 4.5 9.5 eee 
OAL 454 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 
HALDIMAND 
High 51,6 57.9 45ul 5126 
Medium 42.7 38.4 48.3 42.6 
Low Seg 3.8 8.6 5.8 
OATS 554 100.0 T00. 0 100.0 T00.0 
ADJACENT 
High 44.4 40.0 28.4 38.5 
Medium 40.7 Ay 47.8 Aoe 
Low 14.8 ne 23.9 15.8 
TOTAT 278 100.0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 
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APPENDIX X 


ANALYSIS OF TELEPHONE DATA 


Table X-1 


Dunnville 
Caledonia 
Hagersville 
Cayuga 
Jarvis 
Simcoe 
Delhi 

Port Dover 
Waterford 


Port Rowan 


TOTAL 


Activity Level of Communities as Indicated by 
Incoming Calls over a 30-day Period against 


Population 


Incoming Calls 
4,088 


6,180 
8,410 
3,009 
5D, 00/ 
21,441 
E5949 
Da oe 
11,065 


5,411 


85, 215 


Population 


Skueleb, 
3,044 
Pie deed 
1,070 
O19 
10, 462 
3,805 
3,348 
2,485 


834 
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0. 
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Calls /Person 
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Identification Within Area as Indicated by 
Telephone Calls * 


DUNNVILLE 

Town % of Incoming Calls % of Outgoing Calls 
Cayuga 20 Jone 
Selkirk ey 1720 
Caledonia 15.1 Lis 
Hagersville bie 10.4 
Fisherville 8.9 LOe 
Simcoe 7.4 Deo 
Jarvis 4.5 Seno) 
CALEDONIA 

Town 

Hagersville DOs / ne7 
Cayuga Do? oee, 
Dunnville hed) 11.4 
Jarvis 4.8 On 
Simcoe 4.7 Dee 
Fisherville 3.8 5.9 
HAGERSVILLE 

Town 

Caledonia 19.8 Pd wid 
Simcoe eS 16.0 
Jarvis i Wl) Co? 
Waterford 1 Eb ere 12.7 
Cayuga 10.0 oF 
Selkirk Teo 7.4 
Dunnville 4.9 20 
Port Dover 4.1 4.5 


* Does not include calls outside the study area. 
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Table X-2 (continued) 


CAYUGA 

Town % of Incoming Calls % of Outgoing Calls 
Caledonia Okee Ores, 
Dunnville 24.3 19.4 
Hagersville Uh amt: 
Jarvis via i! 8.1 
Fisherville 205 2) Se) 
JARVIS 

Town 

Hagersville Paphede: 20.3 
Simcoe 1673 20.8 
Port Dover Wis Dies 
Waterford 10.8 LZ 
Cayuga om) Lo. 
Caledonia Ont 0.4 
Selkirk 5.4 5.4 
Fisherville 5.4 Deh 
FISHERVILLE 

Town 

Dunnville 19.6 es 
Selkirk 14.3 Dla 
Hagersville 14.3 14,2 
Caledonia lon tee 
Cayuga 14.3 Ea 
Jarvis Tak 14.2 
Simcoe 10.1 8.6 


190. 


Table X-2 (continued) 


SELKIRK 

Town % of Incoming Calls % of Outgoing Calls 
Dunnville 250) 28.0 
Hagersville Pie | 21.9 
Fisherville Poe 10.4 
Jarvis 1Q22 10.4 
Simcoe 75s} 9.4 
Caledonia 6.9 4.9 
Cayuga atl one 
SIMCOE 

Town 

Waterford 21.25 Zane 
Delhi 1672 14.3 
Port Dover Le 14.3 
Tillsonburg Lid bie, 
Langton 920 9-2 
Port Rowan 9.5 6.9 
Hagersville 6.9 Capes. 
Jarvis 5.4 4.4 
DELHI 

Town 

Simcoe 24.5 28.0 
Tillsonburg 2220 | ed) 
Waterford Loe P2255 
Langton Li.7, {i 
Norwich 8.0 9.6 
Port Rowan ERS, 7.8 
Otterville She” 6.0 
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Table X-2 (continued) 


PORT DOVER 

Town % of Incoming Calls % of Outgoing Calls 
Simcoe DO. / 47.3 
Jarvis 10.9 17.0 
Waterford 8.6 ee 
Hagersville ! PED 6.1 
Delhi De) Onn 
WATERFORD 

Town 

Simcoe 43.1 42.9 
Delhi 14.1 14.9 
Scotland Loez 11.8 
Hagersville 10.6 eo 
Jarvis Oey, 5.6 
PORT ROWAN 

Town 

Simcoe 2070 oe! 
Tillsonburg 21.0 21.8 
Langton Ziel 15.0 
Delhi 18.0 17.4 
LANGTON 

Town 

Simcoe 28.8 Load 
Tillsonburg 25.9 28.1 
Delhi TEES 19.6 
Waterford toe 3 eae 


APPENDIX XI 


QUES TIONNAIRE 
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APPENDIX XI 


Please check the correct answer: 


{Ne (a) Age: 19 years and under 
20 een Years 
40 - 59 years 
60 years and over 


(b) Sex: Male 
Female 


(c) Last grade of school completed: 


8 or less 

secondary school 
post-secondary school 
(e.g. university) 


(d) Occupation: 

Managerial 

Professional & Technical 

Clerical 

Sales 

Service & Recreation 

Transportation & Communication 

Farmers & Farm Workers 

Loggers & Related Workers 

Labour & Unskilled Workers 

Craftsmen & Production Processes 
& Related Workers 

Students 

Retired 

Housewives 


Have you ever held, or are you now holding, 
an elected position? 


Yes 
No 
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(e) How many children are living in your home? 
(f) If you are married, how many children do you have: 


In elementary school 
In secondary school 
Living away from home 


(g) How long have you lived in the Haldimand/Norfolk area? 


Always 
More than ten years 
Less than ten years 


(h) Check one: 
I own land in this area 
I rent land in this area 


(i) Check one: 


I own my own home 
I rent my home 


From the gridded map which you will be shown record the 
number of the squares for: 
(a) Where you live 


(b) Where you work, and if you do not work, 
where your spouse works 


(c) Where your children go to school 
(d) Where you go to church 
(e) Where you do most of your shopping 


i) daily 
ii) weekly 
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3. How many times in 1970 did you visit the following places? 
(do not count trips to work) 


Place Number of Visits 
Simcoe 
Dunnville 
Delhi 

Port Dover 
Caledonia 
Waterford 
Hagersville 
Jarvis 

Cayuga 

Port Rowan 
Tillsonburg 
Hamilton 
Brantford 
London 

St. Catharines 
Welland 
Toronto 


Buffalo 
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Which newspaper do you receive? 
Delhi New Record 

Dunnville Chronicle 

Brantford Expositor 

Cayuga Haldimand Advocate 
Grand River Sachem 

Hamilton Spectator 

Jarvis Record 

London Free Press 

Norwich Gazette 

Port Dover Maple Leaf 

Port Rowan News 

Simcoe Reformer 

Tilsonburg News 

Waterford Times 

Takawennake 

Kitchener Waterloo Record 
Welland Port Colborne Tribune 
Globe and Mail 

Toronto Star 


Toronto Telegram 
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sh Which of the following organizations do you or your family 
belong to? 


Location (i.e. Town) 
Canadian Legion 
Rotary 


Parent-Teacher or 
Home & School Assoc. 


Horticultural Society 
Women's Institute 

4-H 

Church Groups 
Fraternal Societies 
Farmers’ Union 
Federation of Agriculture 
Chamber of Commerce 
RCFA 

Historical Societies 
Cultural Societies 
Sports Associations 


Hospital Societies & 
Boards 


Red Cross 
Co-operatives 


Women's Clubs 
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5. (continued) 


Investment Clubs 
Science Clubs 
Planning Boards 

Youth Associations 
Trade Unions 
Professional Societies 


Other 


OPINIONS 


Please check the answer which comes closest to your opinion. Work 
quickly. There are no right or wrong answers. 


Ga The most rewarding organizations a person can belong to are 
local clubs and associations, rather than large, nation-wide 
organizations. 
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Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Agree 
a Despite all the newspaper and TV coverage, national and 


international happenings rarely seem as interesting as events 
that occur right in the local community where one lives. 
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Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Agree 
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8. No doubt many newcomers to the community are capable people; 
but when it comes to choosing a person for a responsible 
position in the community, I prefer a man whose family is 
well-established in the community. 


Se eee wees te es er ee. Fy (ee es eh oe eee 


Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Agree 
9. Big cities may have their place, but the local community is 


the back-bone of Ontario. 


eee eee Fey ee a ee eae ee eee 


Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Agree 


10. Ihave greater respect for a man who is well-established in 
his community than a man who is widely known in his field 
but who has no local roots. 
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Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Agree 


11. In talking to people about elections, we find that a lot of people 
weren't able to vote in the last federal election in 1968 because 
they were sick or they just didn't have the time. How about you, 
did you vote last time? 


Yes No 
12. Did you give any money, or anything, to help the campaign for one 
of the parties or candidates? 


Yes No 
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14. 


13: 


16. 


18. 


200. 


Did you go to any political meetings, rallies, dinners, or things 
like that? 


Yes No 
Did you do any other work for one of the parties or candidates? 
es No 


Did you talk to any people to try to show them why they should 
vote for one of the parties or candidates? 


Yes No 


I don't think public officials care very much about what people 
like me think. 
eee Tee ee ee Fe eee 


Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree 


The way people vote is the main thing that decides the way 
things are run in this country. 
cece tl bee ot Det ete Ea A at alee Se Baiada SEI a Leta iees a aie 


Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree 


Voting is the only way people like me can have any say about 
how the government runs things. 
(ne (Se ne nnn SIEEEEEEaEE ERA 


Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree 
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People like me don't have any say about what the government does. 


ee ee Ge ee ae ee ee ee 


Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree 


Sometimes politics and government seem so complicated that a 
person like me can't really understand what is going on. 
ES ee EEE EEE 


Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree 


Would you favour your local or county government spending tax 
money to improve public transport in your area? 


Yes No 


Effective planning for the future of your community requires 
collaboration with adjacent communities and municipalities. 
_ eta eh ee ee eee ee LS eS eee Re ee ee eee 


Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree 


Joining many small boroughs and townships into an area-wide 
government is a good way to meet the costs of future development. 
a ee 


Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree 
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Collaboration with other municipalities is a good way for everyone 
to attain fair shares in the future growth of the area. 


ee ee ee 


Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree 


On the whole, municipal government has lost most of its usefulness. 


ee ee eee 


Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree 


Municipal government should be given more control over local 
Affairs. 


es Lees eee eenneenennnees nn nn nn ee Sean 


Strongly Slightly Slightly Strongly 
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree 


Please rank the following in order of importance to you, numbering 
from 1 (most important) to 4 (least important). If you live ina 
village or town, use list one. If you live ona farm or in the 
country, use list two. 


List One (Village or Town) List Two (Rural) 

My village or town My township 

My county town (Simcoe for My closest village 
Norfolk; Cayuga for Haldimand) My county 

My county The province of Ontario. 


The province of Ontario 
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27. How important to you are the existing county boundaries? 
(b) 

Very important 

Slightly important 

Not very important 

Not important at all 


27. If the present county boundaries had to be changed and your 

(c) municipality had to be included in another county, which 
county would you prefer to be a part of? Mark a county other 
than the one you now reside in. 


Haldimand Norfolk 
Welland Lincoln 
Wentworth Brant 
Oxford Elgin 


27. If the county boundaries were changed, what other areas would 

(d) | you want to be included with your village, township or town in 
the new county or region? Look at the gridded map and give the 
numbers of the corresponding squares. 


28. Do you think your interests and those of your community would be 
best served by: (choose 1) 


The existing county and township boundaries as they are now. 


The re-organization of towns, villages and townships so that 
each county would be organized into 4 or 5 larger municipalities. 


The re-organization of county as well as local boundaries in all 
the Norfolk /Haldimand area. 


99, To meet changing circumstances in the area, the system of county 
and local government needs: (choose 1) 


Little or no change 
Moderate change 
Substantial change 
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APPENDIX XII 


FREQUENCY DISTRIBU TION OF RESPONSES 
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FREQUENCY DIST RIBUTION BY RESPONSES 


AGE Frequency Percentage 
Under 20 60 4.80 
Boe 39 402 a aR ALS, 
AN HD9 642 Bl yo2 
60 and over 147 URE 2) 
Blanks FS) 

SEX 

Male 635 s0472 
Female 617 49.28 
Blanks 4 

EDUCATION 

Elementary 199 16.18 
Secondary Jo2 | 61.14 
Post-secondary 278 22.60 


Blanks 27 
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OCCUPATION Frequency Percentage 
Managerial Drs 9.08 
Professional & technical L73 13.90 
Clerical 1a) 6.18 
Sales 65 Dee 
Service & recreation ee ae 
Transportation & communication 16 129 
Farmers & farm workers ey L2ozel 
Loggers & related workers 4 OFZ 
Miners & related workers 8 0.64 
Labour & unskilled workers 18 1.45 
Craftsmen & Production 

processes & related workers 49 3.94 
Students 69 5.94 
Retired a0 4.26 
Housewives 424 34.06 
Blanks 0 


HELD ELECTED POST 
Yes 246 Zao) 
No 854 77.43 


Blanks too 
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CHILDREN AT HOME Frequency Percentage 
None 102 10.03 
1 191 18.78 
y: 2719 27.43 
3 239 2030) 
4 i277 {240 
5 45 4,42 
6 17 1 67 
és 9 0.88 
8 6 0.59 
9 2 O20) 
Blanks 239 


CHILDREN AT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 


None 53 S. oo 
1 Papa 39.62 
Pe 203 oy 92 
3 Bhs 14.62 
4 Zh 4,25 
3) ) 0.79 
6 2 0.31 
8 1 0.16 


Blanks 620 


CHILDREN AT 
SECONDARY SCHOOL 


None 
1 
2 
8 
4 
oy 


Blanks 


CHILDREN AWAY FROM HOME 


None 
1 
2 
2 
4 
5 
6 
i 


Blanks 


Frequency 


68 


133 


67 
196 


795 


Percentage 
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LENGTH OF RESIDENCE Frequency Percentage 
Always Sal 43.31 
More than 10 years 468 30.00 
Less than 10 years le Nes TAS 
Blanks 54 

HOME 

Own O31 90.76 
Rent 103 9707 
Both 1 0.09 
Blanks 121 

LAND 

Own 883 90. 47 
Rent 58 59.94 
Both 7 SPs: 


Blanks 281 


SUNN 


3.1761 11547459 5 


